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Storms in the Mediterranean 


I’ THE PAST DECADE, since the end of World 
War II, fever symptoms of a sick world have 
broken out continually in one part of the globe 
after another. From Berlin to Iran, from Korea 
to Guatemala, each local irritation has shown an 
ominous relationship to the major ailment of our 
times, the East-West conflict. 


If there is any place in the world where dis- 
order seems to be most acute at this moment, it 
can hardly be doubted that it is the Mediterra- 
nean. Morocco and Algiers are in upheaval. Egypt 
is sick, and pouring its infection out on every 
side, to Morocco on the West, Sudan on the 
South, and Israel and the Arab world beyond on 
the East. Cyprus is in turmoil, and has caused a 
shocking resurgence of the hatred of Turks for 
Greeks, through which the southern anchor of 
NATO has been imperilled. In the convulsions of 
the Mediterranean, France has been brought to 
successive governmental crises and eventually 
toa break with UN, while its troops pledged to 
NATO have ferried back and forth across that 
stormy sea to deal with recurrent emergencies. 
Nor has the English position failed to be im- 
paired. At this moment, Britain is involved in 
conflicts not only in Cyprus and the Sudan, but 
also with the governments of Yemen and Saudi- 
Arabia. As for the Arab States, there:is hardly a 
single government among them which is not 
aware that revolt may flare up at a moment’s 
notice, or that an assassin’s bullet may bring it to 
an abrupt close. Finally, along the borders of 
embattled Israel a situation just short of open 
warfare is growing worse from day to day. 


Until recently the recurrent troubles in the 
Mediterranean have not shown the same fatal 
relationship with the East-West conflicts as other 
areas of tension. Not that the Soviets have al- 
together neglected this part of the world, or 
failed (especially at its fringes) to pursue their 
ends with vigor: the early fighting in Greece, the 
in-and-out relationship with Yugoslavia, and the 
Iranian and Turkish cases show how actively in- 
terested the USSR is, nor did they neglect to as- 
sert their claim to share in deciding the fate of 
Libya and the Suez. But by and large, the West- 
ern powers have managed to shut the Soviet 
Union out of this zone, and all the local troubles 
have been more or less isolated from the major 


global conflict. But now, with the arrangement 
by the Eastern bloc to supply the weapons of ag- 
gression to Egypt (and, perhaps, also to Saudi- 
Arabia and Syria) the Communists have entered 
upon the scene of the Mediterranean with em- 
phasis. Considering the high state of irritability 
throughout the area, it would not be impossible 
for a new flare-up of hot war involving the 
global powers to occur there. In fact, unless 
Russia is ready to give up an immediate oppor- 
tunity for troublemaking in the interests of 
keeping the Geneva spirit alive, such a prospect 
should not be discounted. 


Enter the Russian Factor 


[7 Is Quire cLEar that, for Russia, the confer- 

ence at the summit did not mean giving up its 
constant effort to weaken the West and extend 
its own power. Rather, (to use military terms) 
having been contained at a given line and with 
specific weapons, the USSR seeks to overreach 
the West with new weapons and, apparently, to 
outflank it on new fronts. 


Russia unveiled its new weapons without de- 
lay. She has laid down a rapid-fire diplomatic 
barrage since Geneva, in her successive confer- 
ences with West Germany, East Germany, and 
Finland in which she has made quite clear her aim. 
Since the USSR was unable to keep Germany out 
of NATO, even with reunification as an implied 
bait, she aims by a diplomacy of pacification to 
slow NATO rearmament and bring about a 
reduction and withdrawal of NATO forces from 
parts of Europe. 


We now see Russia, in its courtship of Egypt, 
beginning its outflanking movement. Since Rus- 
sia has been stopped short by our containment 
tactics at all those points where she could advise 
and supply her fighting allies from interior lines, 
she has switched to a new campaign behind the 
Western lines, in which she relies on her connec- 
tions with “neutralist” powers. These connections 
have been assiduously fostered for a quite a time 
now by a continuing series of diplomatic visits 
from Moscow to Belgrade and the Near and Far 
East, and from New Delhi and other “‘neutralist” 
capitals to Moscow. Trade talks have backed up 
these contacts. But the new maneuver in the 
Arab countries opens up a development in this 
chess game with potentialities of the most serious 
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nature. “Neutral” countries which get heavy 
armaments from the Skoda plant in Czechoslo- 
vakia (and hence rely thereafter on the Com- 
munist bloc for replacement parts and technical 
advice) have been bound to Moscow by far more 
significant bonds than the tenuous ties of a pro- 
pagandistic, artificially induced neutralist-Com- 
munist “‘peace” collaboration. 


Washington’s Dilemma 


HE STRENGTH OF THE Soviet gambit is such 

that it is hard to see what Washington can do 
to restore the previous situation. Just what the 
State Department hoped to accomplish by the 
hurried flight of Undersecretary of State Allen 
to Cairo is extremely difficult to imagine. Could 
there be any idea of frightening Egypt into a re- 
versal of position? The inhibitions which all po- 
liticians in recently colonial countries feel about 
openly taking even the gentlest and best meant 
advice from great powers, is illustrated by the 
curious incident related elsewhere in this issue 
by Reb Binyamin. Nasser, moreover, is a dictator 
(or the chief of a dictatorial junta), and for him 
to bow to Washington now would be such a loss 
of face, that it could only happen given a 
thoroughgoing change of regime. It may be that 
this defiance of the West will prove the very 
miscalculation that will ultimately bring Nasser 
down, as in the parallel case of Mossadegh now 
being widely cited. But the only forces currently 
prepared to oust the present dictators of Egypt 
are groups even less palatable to Washington 
than the present junta: the Moslem Brotherhood 
and possibly the leftists. Before Egypt finds a 
governing group—such, for example, as the al- 
most forgotten Wafd—that could depose the 
present one and build bridges to the West, some 
time must certainly pass. 


Nor could it be supposed that Mr. Allen would 
have anything to offer Nasser that could buy him 
off. What Nasser wants from Washington, and 
can get from Czechoslovakia, is not only credit 
(or, rather, a barter of cotton for guns), but 
heavy artillery, big tanks, bombers, submarines 
—the equipment to fight Israel—and the right 
to use them freely. This is an offer Mr. Allen can- 
not meet—at least, if he wishes to remain within 
the bounds of the law laid down by the United 
States Congress and watched over quite carefully 
by Congressional committees. It is not poor Mr. 
Dulles, but the law and the Congress of the 
United States, as well as a solemn agreement with 
France and Britain on the Middle East, which 
say Egypt cannot have the kind of armaments 
that invading armies use, and which could set off 
an arms race or a war in that area . 


JEWIsH FRontigp 


There is, of course, the other possibility, that 
what America cannot get from Nasser, it may 
hope to get from Moscow. Representations have, 
indeed, been made to the Russians. It is hard to 
imagine that Russia sees in Nasser another Ho 
Chi Minh, or in Egypt an armed bridgehead 
which it could hope to supply in an open conflict 
with the West. Egypt is interesting to Moscow 
rather as another “neutralist” state (a strange 
kind of neutral indeed, bound under its treaty 
with Britain to readmit the West to Suez if any 
Arab state or Turkey is attacked!) Moreover, 
Egyptian neutrality is apparently conceived by 
Moscow not like the neutralism of such a major, 
relatively self-sufficient state as India. It is more 
the neutrality of Austria (or the neutrality that 
might conceivably be proposed for a disarmed 
Germany) that Moscow seemed to have in mind 
when it proposed at Geneva to discuss such a 
solution for the problems of certain Arab coun- 
tries, as President Eisenhower informed us. Such 
neutrality has to be recognized by both East and 
West. At Geneva the West successfully ignored 
Russia’s claim to any share in the discussion and 
settlement of Middle Eastern affairs. The new de- 
velopment has already forced the West to ap- 
proach Moscow—even though in protest—as a 
factor that can no longer be left out in the at- 
tempt to solve this problem. 

But the chance of penetrating the Middle East 
as an armament supplier is a far greater gain, and 
one that the Communists may be relied on not 
to let slip so easily. At the same time, the tie with 
Egypt cannot lead to such consequences, com- 
parable with Russia’s alliances in the Far East, 
that Moscow is likely to risk a major breach of 
the post-Geneva détente in order to exploit it 
to the hilt. The curious interview with the Israeli 
ambassador in Moscow, denying the negotiations 
with Egypt, had a tell-tale reservation to the 
effect that ordinary commercial arms transac- 
tions are permissible with any country. It is not 
impossible, then, that the Communists may agree 
to discuss a limitation of the kind and amount of 
arms they will supply to Egypt. 


For America, the major necessity is now (as 
it has always been, even though Washington has 
found it so hard to realize it) to concentrate 
upon bringing peace to the Middle East. If this 
new development diverts American attention 
from the peace proposals Mr. Dulles made so 
recently, it will be an unforgivable and perhaps 
an irretrievable error of American policy. In the 
past, Washington preferred to seek mutual de- 
fense treaties in the Middle East, letting peace 
wait. As a result, we have no adequate security 
arrangements there, and the Russians have been 
able to fish in the muddy waters. By now, it 
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should be clear that Russia will seek, not to take 
the Middle East by storm, but to penetrate and 
subvert it. Only peace will allow us to meet this 
threat. But to hope for an all-inclusive peace 
with the Arab States today is perhaps impossible. 
Moreover, the threat of war from a rearming 
Egypt needs to be countered first of all by rein- 
forcing the Israeli position. The Western security 
gstem in the Middle East should now be 
strengthened by including Israel, first of all by a 
bi-lateral American-Israeli mutual security treaty 
and a supply of arms to Israel and then by efforts 
to restore peace with individual Arab states who 
decide to bet their chips on the West. 


The Israeli Situation 


LSWHERE in this issue we publish two views, 
from widely divergent points of departure, 

on the problems of peace between Israel and the 
Arabs. Different as these viewpoints are, they yet 
equally characterize the Israeli attitude to the 
problem. Israelis are convinced that peace could 
be achieved and will be achieved only in direct 
talks between themselves and the Arabs. They 
have virtually given up all hope in the diplomacy 
of outsiders, whether individual nations or the 
UN as a body. In addition, Israelis no longer feel 
any confidence in the influence of outsiders in 
keeping the “‘peace” under the armistice. They 
realize that for policing their borders and keep- 
ing Arab raiders under control they can rely only 
on their own army. The briefing by Moshe Da- 
yan, reproduced in this issue, represents an ana- 
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lysis of the situation which is shared by the over- 
whelming majority of Israelis. 


Ben-Gurion has gone even farther. He has 
implied that only action by Israel can be relied 
upon—not only to keep the borders quiet, but 
to force the Arabs to the peace table. He has 
plainly stated his intention to force a passage 
through to the Indian Ocean, regardless of any 
clash with Egypt that may eventuate. The impli- 
cation is that either before or after such a clash 
Egypt may choose the alternative—to make 
peace. And in recent years Israelis have felt that 
it was Egypt, of all the Arabs, which must be 
brought to the peace table first. 


Whether a naval defeat in the Red Sea (assum- 
ing Egypt is defeated) would necessarily be 
enough to force peace negotiations may be 
doubted. But to break the Arab blockade could 
well prove an effective way to make the Arabs 
give up hope of destroying Israel by their present 
methods of attrition. Certainly the oil strike in 
Israel last month is another powerful argument 
for such a course. 


But all this was prior to the Arab-Communist 
arms deal. It represented the hard-headed Israeli 
conclusions about their strategic and tactical po- 
sition under a status quo controlled by the West 
in such a way that war could not break out— 
while peace was not advanced. Today, the situa- 
tion on Israel’s borders is once more dominated 
by the mobile play of international forces. A 
reconsideration of the facts, once they settle 
down and become clear, is certainly due. 


The Children of Teheran 


by Reb Binyamin 


]20N’r HAPPEN TO REMEMBER the exact year 

of the episode I want to tell here, but I do 
remember clearly that it took place in the winter 
about the month of Shevat—when the days are 
short. At that time, the press was flooded with 
denunications of Iraq’s policy on “the children 
of Teheran” (orphans sent to us from Soviet 
Russia by the Polish government). The direct 
route to Israel was closed to us, making it neces- 
sary to expose the children to a long boat trip. 
Our newspapers were outraged and employed 





In this episode, the veteran Hebrew writer and publicist, 
Reb Binyamin, illustrates some of the queer, unpredictable, 
and even irrational complications of diplomatic approaches 
to Arab statesmen in the interests of peace. Although re- 
ferring to an earlier time, the description may be not with- 
out relevance today. 


their expressive talents to the full in voicing 
their sentiments. 


This state of affairs continued for months. At 
that time I was observing the events from a 
distance without trying to affect their course, 
But when it seemed that the matter was dragging 
along needlessly, I asked whether we had nego- 
tiated directly with the Iraqi government (that 
is, the government of Nuri Said Pasha who had 
been a guest at the Bodenheimer Pension on Mt. 
Carmel while the late Kalvarisky was vacation- 
ing there). To my great surprise, I discovered 
that Iraq had not been approached directly. It 
seemed odd to me to see indignation mounting 
over a matter that had never been broached or 
clarified, to the party concerned. Disturbed by 
this situation, I turned to the late Kalvarisky and 
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suggested that he arrange a closed meeting, in- 
viting a few Jewish and Arab representatives, so 
that I could present the issue. 

I undertook to open the session. I planned to 
explain that interfering with the movement of 
the orphan children was an inhumane act which 
did not keep them from reaching their destina- 
tion, but merely forced them to endure the hard- 
ships of a tedious trip. Thus, the ban (I thought 
to conclude) was quite useless. I suggested that 
we assure the Arabs that this meeting, regardless 
of its outcome, would not be publicized, indicat- 
ing at the same time that if we should agree they 
would be expected to put pressure on the Iraqi 
government to act on our behalf. 

Kalvarisky accepted my proposal but a day or 
two later, on a Friday afternoon, he appeared at 
my home and told my wife that he found him- 
self in an embarassing position. He had been ex- 
tremely successful with the preliminary arrange- 
ments: in fact the first person he had approached 
was thoroughly agreeable and had even improved 
on my plan. But the improved way of handling 
the negotiations would require an outlay of fifty 
pounds. Kalvarisky had gone to the Agency for 
approval. Since Shertok was in Europe and Eli- 
yahu Sasson in Beirut, there was no one with the 
authority to approve of this expenditure. 

Who was the Arab who presented the im- 
proved plan, and what was his plan? It was Adel 
Aljabr, a member of Jerusalem’s city govern- 
ment, scholar and a man of great political in- 
tegrity. His reaction to Kalvarisky was in sub- 
stance: I accept your approach, but the proce- 
dure you propose is too complicated and will not 
yield an immediate change in the situation. His 
alternate proposal was this: since Nuri Said Pasha 
was then in Egypt, Aljabr would fly to Cairo, 
take up the matter with him in person (the two 
were old acquaintances), and see his reaction. 
Fare and lodging would cost about fifty pounds, 
which we would be expected to pay. 

By chance I was out when Kalvarisky called. 
I came home late that day but went immediately 
to my friend, the late Dr. Thon, and consulted 
him. He told me: Henrietta Szold is also respon- 
sible for these children. Go to her house. She will 
be able to advise you. I went to see the late Miss 
Szold. When she heard my plan, or more correct- 
ly Aljabr’s plan, she was overjoyed. She thought 
the idea marvelous and couldn’t understand 
why it hadn’t been thought of sooner. She told 
me that the President of the United States had 
been approached on this matter and had sent his 
ambassador to see Nuri Said Pasha. The American 
ambassador had been joined by the ambassador 
from Great Britain. But these two failed in their 
attempts to have the transfer ban revoked. Nuri 
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Said was willing enough, he said, to comply wich 
their request. However, public reaction to such 
a move might very well force him to resign his 
position as head of the government. Of course, 
under these circumstances the ambassadors could 
not insist. Now that a respected Arab had volun- 
teered to exert his influence, it seemed to Miss 
Szold that his offer should be seized upon. She 
picked up the phone and called the late Eliezer 
Kaplan, treasurer of the Agency, and said: Reb 
Binyamin will be over to see you about an urgent 
matter. Please give him your most serious atten- 
tion. 

I went to the late Kaplan and gave him a com- 
plete account. Kaplan told me: I don’t know 
anything about Aljabr. But there are individuals 
in the Agency who, though they are not author- 
ized to appropriate funds, know the Arab ofh- 
cials well. If their description of Aljabr is con- 
sistent with yours, we will give him not only 
fifty pounds but even seventy-five. 

Kaplan received a completely favorable report 
on Aljabr from the Agency officials in the Arab 
department. (I had gathered some of my im- 
pressions of Aljabr while listening to his lectures 
on Arabic literature.) The sum in question was 
approved. Aljabr flew to Cairo, saw Nuri Said 
immediately, and was completely successful in 
negotiating the end of the transfer ban. Nuri 
Said told Adel Aljabr: I have nothing against 
these orphans and no interest in exposing them 
to needless hardship. We adopted our ban policy 
only because we thought that you, the Palestine 
Arabs, would demand it. But, if I have your 
word that there is no reason to prolong this ban, 
I would gladly revoke it. It would be fortunate 
if we had intermediaries like you to discuss more 
complicated matters. 

I need only add that Nuri Said kept his word. 

Jerusalem, June 1955 
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Keeping the Peace on the Borders 


Moshe Dayan 


by Brigadier 


SRAEL’S SUCCESSES and reverses in the minor 

actions along the border and across it are of 
major importance in maintaining “current secu- 
rity,’ and in determining the Arab evaluation 
of Israel’s strength, as well as Israel’s own con- 
fidence in its strength. We must regard the events 
which come up under the heading of “current 
security” not as transient episodes but as a basic 
condition over a long period. It it ten years? Or 
twenty? Who can say how long we shall have to 
live under current security conditions? Accord- 
ingly, we have to make a supreme effort to secure 
peaceful living and working conditions for the 
border settlements and for the interior as well. 

We must set up fixed rules of what is permiss- 
ible and what is forbidden in the relations to us 
of the Arab countries and their populations, and 
take care not to tolerate or accede to any assaults 
against us, even if minor, when we are in a posi- 
tion to prevent them. In the past, too, our Arab 
neighbors plotted against the Jewish settlement, 
and never was there any plea for “reconciling 
ourselves to the situation” —putting up with the 
trespass of Arab herds on our fields of stubble, 
crops, or pasture, or paying protection money, 
bribes, or tribute to powerful sheikhs and mukh- 
tars. Nor were we alone in this. Glubb’s book on 
the Arab Legion describes the conditions of raid- 
ing by armed bands maintained by Saudi Arabia 
on the Transjordan frontier, which came to an 
end only after stern reprisals taken by the Legion. 

The robberies by “infiltrators” who cross the 
borders and return with their loot under the 
wings of their governments in Gaza, Jordan, 
Syria, and Lebanon, where they sell their loot 
and split the take with the sponsors, is nothing 
but the contemporary version of tribal raiding. 
We must face the full implications of the pos- 
sibility that such conditions may become per- 
manently established on our frontiers, and be- 
come the accepted expression of the Arab coun- 
tries relationship to us. 


[" wouLp BE mistaken to judge the incidence of 

infiltration (including cases of theft, robbery, 
murder, and sabotage) by comparison with the 
conditions prevailing immediately after the War 
of Liberation. During the war the frontiers were 





From a lecture to Israeli officers by their Chief of Staff 
on the significance of military police actions in maintain- 
ing border security under the Armistice. 


closed and most of the population fled from 
front areas, while others besides ourselves pre- 
vented infiltration. Only the Syrian border re- 
mains closed as it was in the war. Syrian patrols 
are posted there in force and there are also na- 
tural obstacles: the Jordan, the Huleh, and the 
Banyas River. On all other frontiers, most of the 
guard posts have been dispensed with since the 
war. The lack of natural obstacles on the Arab- 
Israeli frontiers, the ease with which any Arab 
can go from Hebron or Dahariyeh to Beersheba 
or from Jenin to Affuleh, require other measures 
to discourage border crossings. 


With the war’s end, new factors appeared in 
the relations between Israel and her neighbors 
which facilitate infiltration, and unless there are 
changes in this respect, it will not cease. Before 
the State was founded, when an Arab would steal 
crops, cattle, or irrigation pipe from a Jew, the 
police would track him down within the country 
or in neighboring countries, and, if caught, he 
would be punished and the stolen goods restored 
to the owner. After the War of Liberation, when 
an Arab from Kalkilieh or Bint al Jebel steals 
something in Israel and manages to reach the 
border, pursuit stops at that point and instead he 
finds himself and his newly acquired “property” 
protected thereafter. 


There is no limit to the objects for theft, rob- 
bery, and murder in Israel, and it is not hard to 
move the loot across the border all within a single 
night, or the night following (after hiding it in 
a cave, an abandoned village, or an orchard dur- 
ing the day). Our forces cannot pursue the in- 
filtrators beyond the border, or investigate and 
trail them in their own countries, and seize and 
punish them. Only the forces of their own coun- 
try, the armies and police, using information 
which is in their hands before and after the fact, 
could trace the infiltrators and arrest them. Not 
until they do so, and punish the infiltrators, will 
theft, robbery, and murder cease to seem worth- 
while to their perpetrators. 


[1 Is NoT easy for Arab governments and armies 

to combat infiltration. Most Arabs do not con- 
sider robbing foreigners a crime in any case, and 
in the case of Israel, after the War of Liberation, 
there is the added motive of vengeful hatred. 
Such an attitude among the people, together 
with the publicly proclaimed intention of the 
Arab governments to destroy Israel, are incom- 
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patible with a campaign against infiltration or 
the punishment of infiltrators by them. A Jor- 
danian policeman, attempting to arrest an Arab 
from Kalkilieh found bringing back a cow from 
Israel, would have no answer if he were asked: 
“Why should you care if I stole a cow in Ramat 
Hakovesh?” Nor would an Egyptian soldier, 
assigned to punish an Arab who murdered a 
Jewish tractor operator in Ruhama and came 
back to Gaza with his watch, have a ready ex- 
planation if he were asked: “Why shouldn’t I 
kill a Jew?” 

The motive which could lead to a campaign 
against infiltrators must be the advantage of the 
Arab country and not of Israel. Arab armies will 
be able to combat infiltration and justify this to 
their people only if it can be shown that stealing 
a cow in Ramat Hakovesh harms Kalkilieh and 
killing a Jew in Ruhama endangers the residents 
of Gaza. For Arab governments to prevent in- 
filtration means imposing severe punishments 
and opening fire on Arabs by their own forces, 
exercising control over thousands of refugees, 
fighting extremist bands, and coming into con- 
flict with nationalistic religious fanatics. The 
motive that could bring the Arab governments 
and armies to follow such a course—and make 
the people understand why—must be some- 
thing hard and real and certain: reprisal actions 
by the Israeli army, and the fear of such actions. 

Bands organized for murder and sabotage do 
not arise spontaneously. They are composed of 
hirelings and volunteers, and those who give 
them orders regard murder and sabotage as a 
method for attaining military and political ends. 

The shaky regimes of the Arab rulers depend 
on military force, and defeat can bring them 
down. From time to time these dictators face 
problems in regard to Israel in connection with 
the border situation, differing interpretations of 
the armistice agreements, and other questions 
which have to be resolved. Training their people 
to hold Israel in contempt and boasting of their 
own strength forces them not to compromise or 
agree to any Israeli demands, regardless of their 
justice. 

Their close connection with the armies, from 
which they rose, their position in their countries, 
which they rule by force of arms, and their ties 
to the broader Arab world, which they aspire to 
lead, cause them to adopt a “policy of strength” 
towards Israel. Their unwillingness to fall out 
with the army (their main support), leading 
them to give the military a free hand in its activ- 
ities on the borders of Israel, and their policy of 
ignoring the reciprocity of obligations between 
them and Israel necessarily give rise to intermit- 
tent clashes. 
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Planes or troops crossing the border or opening 
fire across the border are likely to meet with an 
imediate reaction of the Israeli forces on the 
spot. It is much more convenient to send sabo. 
tage and murder squads to operate in Israel. Op 
one hand, one can boast of these units as punitiye 
expeditions of the Arab state, and, on the other 
hand, evade any responsibility for their actions, 
If they fail and are caught, the honor of the Arab 
army has not suffered, and if they succeed in 
murder and sabotage, the Arab people is pleased 
and proud. 


These bands have a good chance of success. The 
lack of natural obstacles makes entry to Israel 
possible, while the composition of Israel’s popula. 
tion allows the invaders not to stand out as obvi- 
ous strangers, while the objectives laid down 
certainly pose no difficulties. We cannot guard 
every water pipeline from explosion and every 
tree from uprooting. We cannot prevent every 
murder of a worker in an orchard or a family in 
their beds. But it is in our power to set a high 
price on our blood, a price too high for the Arab 
community, the Arab army, or the Arab gov- 
ernments to think it worth paying. We can see 
to it that the Arab villages oppose the raiding 
bands that pass through them, rather than give 
them assistance. It is in our power to see that 
Arab military commanders prefer a strict per- 
formance of their obligation to police the fron- 
tiers rather than suffer defeat in clashes with our 
units. We can cause the Arab governments to 
renounce a “policy of strength” towards Israel 
by turning it into a demonstration of weakness. 


UNovoustepry there are other methods, apart 

from military operations, which could bring 
pressure to bear on the Arab authorities to com- 
bat infiltration—the influence of other govern- 
ments, the decisions of the Security Council, a 
well as various domestic considerations. The lim- 
itations of such factors are two: First, they are 
not always interested in Israel’s welfare, for such 
persons are charged with their own country’s 
interest, not Israel’s, and when the two conflict, 
Israel does not get preference. Second, their in- 
fluence is not powerful enough to bring the 
Arabs to a real campaign against infiltration, 3 
campaign which must be carried out by forces 
and governments interested in harming Israel, 
but now required to come into conflict with 
Arabs for the sake of protecting residents of Is- 
rael, so to speak. To bring this about, a decisive 
and relentless factor is needed, one which will 
force the government’s hand, will be compre- 
hended by border residents, and convince Arab 
public opinion that infiltration into Israel must 
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be stopped in the interests of the Arab country 
itself. 

As long as a formal peace has not been con- 
cluded, there are and will be other security and 
political problems, in addition to infiltration, 
between Israel and the Arabs: soldiers being 
captured, blockade at Suez and the Akaba Straits, 
the use of common water sources, and so on. In 
these areas, the Arabs may adopt a tough or a 
mild attitude towards us. Toughness or mildness, 
a blustering or conciliatory attitude are largely 
determined according to their calculations as to 
whether it is worthwhile getting involved in a 
conflict with us, or better not to get into such 
complications as would oblige us, or enable us 
to take reprisals against them. 


The decision not to get into quarrels with Is- 
rael will come only if the Arabs have reason to 
suppose that otherwise they will have to reckon 
with sharp reactions from our side and be drag- 
~ into a conflict in which they would be the 
osers, 


[NDIRECTLY, reprisal actions serve as a demon- 

stration for the benefit of Arab govern- 
ments of the balance of forces as between Israel 
and the Arabs. When the Egyptians, after the 
Gaza operation, and the Jordanians, after the 
Nahalin operation, failed to declare war on Israel, 
this was bound to be interpreted—in those coun- 
tries, in other Arab countries, and in the world 
at large too — as proving that they hadn’t the 
power to conquer Israel. From this viewpoint, 
the meaning of reprisal actions is that Israel re- 
gards infiltration as an act of hostility which 
cannot be tolerated, and therefore it orders its 
forces to cross the border and carry out an attack 
in the Arab country. Such an attack is not an 
act of vengeance. It is a punitive action, and a 
warning that if that country fails to control its 
residents and prevent their assaults upon Israel, 
Israeli forces will wreak havoc in that land. 


If such an Arab country had the power, it 
would order then its army to cross the border 
and attack Israel. When the Arab country in- 
stead refrains from action, the meaning of this 
for the Arabs is weakness, inability to measure its 
strength against Israel. Such a demonstration of 
political impotence in regard to Israel is no less 
srious for any Arab government than the re- 
prisal itself, and it serves as a sobering object les- 
son for the Arab public on the cardinal question 
in Arab-Israel relations—the question of the 
Arabs’ chances to destroy Israel. Reprisals force 
the Arabs to ask themselves from time to time: 
Is this really a practical program, or shouldn’t it 
be abandoned? 
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Various explanations are now current among 

the Arab public concerning the reason for 
their defeat in the War of Liberation. The Arab 
military leaders who have taken over the govern- 
ment in their country blame the defeat on for- 
eign powers or on civilians, or deny it altogether. 
It is doubtful, moreover, whether the young 
Arab soldiers who were called up after the War 
of Liberation realize the inferiority of their 
armies to the army of Israel. 

The awareness and sense of an army’s superior- 
ity—whether of the Israeli or the Arab armies— 
is not determined by staff indoctrination, but it 
is learned in every emplacement, by every officer 
or even by every soldier, from the reports and 
descriptions of Arab soldiers and civilians con- 
cerning Israeli soldiers who carry positions by 
storm without the least hesitation, who can cover 
great distances with speed, who press their attack 
with stubborness and determination, and any 
position not carried at the first assault is bound 
to fall at the second or third. 

The victories and defeats in current encount- 
ers will determine the picture of the Israeli sol- 
dier, his character and power, in the eyes of the 
Arab armies and public, and have their affect on 
the combat spirit of the Arab soldiers and the 
morale of the Arab public in time of war. 

We do not initiate these clashes which take 
place under the Armistice. The purpose of our 
actions along the border and across it is to keep 
the peace. Peace is a condition required for carry- 
ing out the program and mission of the State of 
Israel. If the borders are not peaceful, the un- 
accompanied tractor driver cannot plow, the 
shepherd cannot tend his flock, the new settler 
cannot strike root as a farmer in border seettle- 
ments. But when the State decides that to keep 
the peace for its inhabitants it is necessary to 
carry out a military operation, then it is up to 
the Israel Defense Army to carry it out at highest 
efficiency, and accomplish its mission in full, thus 
demonstrating for our own selves and for the 
foe that our capacity is equal to the responsibility. 
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Orientation to Asia 


by Ze’ev 


HE BANDUNG CONFERENCE revived the dis- 
cussion of an “Asian orientation” in Israel. 
The phrase itself is vague. A clear presentation 
of the questions it implies would have prevented 
a good deal of misunderstanding. In its original 
form, the phrase has less substance than the term 
“UN orientation.” A more or less crystalized 
majority exists within the UN, whereas the Ban- 
dung majority is accidental and changing. With 
Communist Asia (China, North Korea, Viet- 
minh) one should speak, of course, not of “‘orien- 
tation” but of simple economic and political re- 
lationships which are still to be established. This 
holds true, also, for states whose regime is thor- 
oughly anti-Communist as well, like the Phil- 
lipines and Siam. It would be desirable to establish 
relations with them, too, but these states do not 
occupy a central position in world affairs and 
are of no more importance to Israel than most 
South American countries. A third group re- 
mains, those countries, headed by India, that tend 
toward neutralism. The truth is that even among 
the Colombo powers there are differences: Pakis- 
tan leans toward the West, while Communist 
forces are gaining strength in Indonesia; Ceylon 
and Burma still remain dubious about the pros- 
pects of politically neutral states. However, we 
must generalize, even at the risk of being led 
into error. Can Israel orient itself in the direction 
of the “Colombo bloc?” This is the only possible 
implication of discussions on “Asian orientation.” 
Before attempting to answer this question, a 
few comments on the course of our relations 
with Asian countries are appropriate. No one 
will deny that we have long neglected this area 
of the world. The Zionist movement concentrat- 
ed most of its political activity in the capital 
cities of the West. Hundreds of leaders and 
organizers functioned in London, Paris and New 
York; Western sympathy for Jewish nationalism 
is the fruit of personal contacts as well as contacts 
with newspapers, heads of governments, and 
work among the general public over a period of 
years. No such activities were conducted in Asia. 
We admit negligence in our work among the 





The above discussion of the impact of the Bandung 
Conference upon Israeli public opinion was originally 
written before the elections in Israel and before the Dulles 
peace proposal. We print it here not only because it still 
remains pertinent, but because it discloses the atmosphere 
of political thought that prevailed in Israel in recent 
months. 


Laqueur 


Arabs but in the rest of Asia our guilt is even 
greater. Is it surprising that the inhabitants of 
those lands have been alienated and misunder- 
stand us? A most dramatic expression of this lack 
of understanding was Gandhi’s letter of Novem. 
ber 1938 to the heads of Brit Shalom in Palestine, 
in which he declared his complete support of 
Arab aspirations in Palestine, advising German 
Jews to remain in Germany and adopt a policy 
of passive resistance to Hitler: in Germany, he 
evidently thought, conditions were ideal for this, 

The establishment of the state did not effect 
a radical change. Theoretically, recognition of 
Asia’s importance grew more widespread. Diplo. 
matic embassies and consulates were opened in 
half a dozen Asian countries. But it is rumored 
that the project was limited by fiscal considera- 
tions. It is likely that these considerations were 
supported to a certain extent by a generally 
skeptical attitude. We certainly do not maintain 
that the opening of another half-dozen consu- 
lates would set into motion the desired change 
in attitude. Most of the educational work to be 
carried on in Asia cannot be accomplished 
through diplomatic channels alone. A large sec- 
tion of the Israeli public is unaware of the 
growth of Asiatic power in international rela. 
tions. The Israeli press publishes features describ- 
ing the current scene in France, Belgium, and 
Germany, yet hardly any space is devoted to 
India or China. The meager reports that are to 
be found in Hebrew papers (based on visits to 
China) are distorted by naiveté and ignoranc 
of basic political facts. There is hope that the 
Bandung conference may exert a beneficial in- 
fluence on the Israeli public and press in this 
respect. But if we complain of the lack of 
knowledge of Jewish and Israeli affairs prevalent 
in Asia, we must not forget that we, for the most 
part, are responsible for this and that the Israel 
public suffers from similar ignorance of the 
peoples of Asia and their problems. 

These facts point to the conclusion that a rapid 
and extensive effort to strengthen our ties with 
the countries of Asia regardless of their politicd 
regime, must be made. Establishing diplomatic 
relations wherever possible and necessary, foster- 
ing economic and commercial ties, developin; 
cultural contacts through official and unofhcid 
missions—all these moves would form a core o 
support for Israel, rather than surrender Asiat 
sympathies to the Arabs by default. Our expeti- 
ence with Burma proves that this is possible— 
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perhaps the first such case in the countries that 
have no direct stake in Near Eastern affairs. 


But this does not imply that the time is ripe 
for an “orientation toward Asia” or even toward 
the Colombo powers. This approach, like the 
passive attitude that has prevailed heretofore, is 
wn outgrowth of indifference and ignorance. 
Geographically, the State of Israel is not a part of 
the Far East and Southeastern Asia. The distance 
to New Delhi, Jakarta and Peking is much 
greater than to Rome, London, or Paris. Those 
who are so inclined can, of course, postulate 
mystical ties to Asiatic soil—but, in political 
terms, these have no substance. One can certainly 
admire the ancient cultures of India and China, 
but our affinity to these cultures is remote, not 
to mention a further crucial point; to what ex- 
tent do the rulers of India, China, and the other 
lands in Asia regard themselves as still living 
within the context of their traditions? Having 
asserted the need to expand economic ties with 
these countries, we must also remember that 
these are not the countries best suited for the 
expansion of Israel’s trade. The opinion some- 
times voiced that the State of Israel would be 
able to double its exports were a suitable trade 
en reached with China is quite ground- 
ess. 


There remains then “orientation” toward the 
purely political outlook of Asia, more precisely 
the political outlook of leaders of the third force 
in Asia on international affairs. Even here there 
is probably not much with which we could con- 
ceivably identify ourselves. The neutralism 
adopted by these leaders is hardly an approach 
stemming from sober thought, nor is it the fruit 
of ancient wisdom, as some contend. In the main, 
it flows from political and military weakness, 
from immaturity of political thought—a mix- 
ture of indifference and of inability to under- 


stand the context of the “cold war.” This reac- 


tion is rooted in obvious historical and psycho- 


logical causes. Only a few years ago, Indonesia 
was a Dutch settlement. India and Pakistan, 
Ceylon and Burma were under British colonial 
tule. It is in the nature of such a situation that a 
strong “conditioned reflex” survives: Indonesian 
dread of the Dutch outweighs fear of the Com- 
munist bloc. True, this feeling does not stand 
up against the scrutiny of logic, still it persists. 
Laws of logic and understanding do not always 
prevail. The situation is similar in the other 
Asiatic countries, with the exception of states 
like Turkey or Japan which were not exposed to 
colonial rule and do not suffer from an anti- 
Western inferiority complex. These countries 
see most clearly that it is not necessarily in the 
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West that the greatest threat to the national in- 
dependence of Asiatic countries lurks. 

We have indicated that the immature political 
thought of Asia’s ruling class is psychologically 
rooted. But this does not imply that the State of 
Israel should be expected to adjust itself to it. 
It is centuries since Jews have been bent under 
an imperial yoke; if there are some immature 
elements to be found in our midst, it is not 
these that determine our policies. If an Indo- 
nesian leader declares that his country must re- 
sist the Dutch, he is assured of a grand ovation. 
A similar declaration produces great enthusiasm 
in Syria, for example. In this sense it is accurate 
for Moscow and Peking to regard Indonesia and 
Syria (either with or without Haj ‘Amin, the 
former Mufti of Jerusalem) as “progressive 
countries” —while Israel is not “progressive” by 
their specifications. Any attempt to adjust one- 
self to, or identify oneself with such a position, 
hiding behind a screen of anti-imperialist senti- 
ment, ignoring true dangers and inventing 
imaginary ones, would be a retreat. We have 
reason to hope that this kind of decline in civic 
and political consciousness—the preliminary con- 
dition for adopting such a policy and of identify- 
ing oneself with it—is impossible in Israel. 

sy + + 


THE IsRAELI PRESs reacted to Bandung with 

keen interest but presented few new enlighten- 
ing perceptions. Those contributions to the dis- 
cussion which were on a theoretical and rational 
level can be divided into five categories: 

(1) Those who favor a thoroughgoing pro- 
Soviet foreign policy (the Israeli Communist 
party) or at least a neutral policy (Mapam and 
Ahdut Avodah). The line of argument is fam- 
iliar; those who stand by it find themselves in a 
particularly bad position now. As it happens the 
leaders of the Soviet bloc have outdone Western 
statesmen in appeasing the Arabs—the New 
Delhi peace conclave requires no elaboration. It 
is hard to make a case for the claim that the 
outcome would have been any different had Is- 
rael followed the foreign policy proposed by 
Mapam or Ahdut Avodah. It might have been 
possible to win the favor of the “peace move- 
ment” people or those who stand behind them 
through calamitous concessions to Haj ‘Amin. 
But, at this price, we could negotiate with any 
of the parties involved without the intermediacy 
of Moscow. 

(2) Acontrary theory, expressed periodical- 
ly in Haboker, charges Israel’s foreign policy 
with a series of faulty moves in the UN (favor- 
ing the independence of Libya, for example), 
with failure to establish relations with National- — 
ist China, being overly-dependent on Asiatic 
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ties, and adds that our representative to Burma 
made various injudicious statements during his 
stay in Hong Kong. Whatever grain of truth 
there may be in some of these charges, they have 
no more weight, in their combined impact, than 
those that fill the pages of Al Hamishmar and 
Lamerhav. Had we followed all of Haboker’s re- 
commendations and not committed any of the 
errors that they say we did, the position of Israel 
would be no different. 

(3) The Activist School (Herut and Ahdut 
Avodah) follows a line of its own. Y. Bader 
wrote in Herut (and the story was reprinted in 
the paper on several occasions) that Prof. S. H. 
Bergman was presented with flowers during his 
stay in India because the Indian students thought 
he was an Irgun representative. I don’t know if 
this is a true story, but if it is, Irgun popularity 
in India (which is questionable) is obviously 
related to its policy toward the English, defying 
the official approach of the Jewish Yishuv (and 
it conflicts, by the way, with the historic ap- 
proach ot the Indian independence movement 
as well). Now that there are no longer English- 
men in Israel, how does the Herut spokesman 
propose to gain Asia’s sympathy? Does he believe 
that Asians will endorse the killing of Arabs? 
Clearly Herut’s activism can only produce dan- 
gerous complications on the international scene: 
it would not solve a single problem, merely com- 
pound old difficulties and create new ones. 

(4) The anti-activist school, whose most 
prominent supporters are some of the Ha'aretz 
writers. Their logic is equally unconvincing. 
Assume for the moment that the late Dr. Keren 
was justified in insisting that Israel should not 
have become involved in any activist reprisal 
raids. Would Israel’s position be any different 
than it is today? There is no reason to think so. 


(5) Finally, there are those who emphasize 
the importance of a more active political infor- 
mation policy in foreign countries. This is not 
the place for a comprehensive discussion of the 
point. But most writers exaggerate the results 
to be anticipated from such a program— it is 
truly limited and will never be able to alter basic 
political facts. There are countries (particularly 
in Asia) where a lack of sympathy with Israel’s 
cause can be traced to misinformation, but this 
is not always the case. It is often people who are 
thoroughly acquainted with the case who oppose 
Israel’s interests. Just as the inability to under- 
stand each other is not the source of the East- 
West conflict, and the meeting between Eisen- 
hower and Bulganin did not really end this con- 
flict, so the Kremlin will not be moved by the 
most excellent information program—it’s effect 
even in the State Department in Washington 
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would, as we know, be limited. Information cap 
influence public opinion; but in Eastern coup. 
tries public opinion does not determine foreign 
policy, and even in Britain and the U.S. th 
extent to which the two are related rises and 
declines. 

All of these claims and contentions are not 
convincing in terms of the past; nor does any 
of these schools point to an acceptable alternative 
for the future. One premise is common to gl 
these modes of thought: seven years ago we wer 
in an excellent position, internationally speaking: 
we were well liked and supported; today we find 
ourselves friendless, abandoned—our statesmen 
have led us astray. 

This is a very simple mode of thought—and 
absolutely erroneous. About two years ago, in 
the U.S., there was a similar phenomenon when 
it became fashionable to denounce Acheson and 
his followers as responsible for ‘“‘the loss of 
China.” How could so grave a loss have taken 
place except as the result of some individual; 
basic mistakes, or even worse, his deliberate 
scheme? In both cases (and other instances could 
be cited), the public refuses to understand tha 
vast far-reaching political processes control the 
destinies of the small countries (and even the 
large ones, such as the U.S.). The harmful effect 
of such processes may perhaps be mitigated by 
wisdom, made more acute by folly, yet thei 
basic effect can not be changed even by the bes 
of political tactics or by diplomats of the caliber 
of Machiavelli or Bismarck. 

A basic unyielding political fact must be taken 
into account: in the conditions of the “coll 
war,” both East and West are more interested in 
gaining Arab support than in assuring the secut- 
ity of the State of Israel. The streak of luck tha 
came our way in 1948 was temporary: Russ 


favored the establishment of Jewish and A 


states because it appeared to Moscow that this 
would promote Soviet interests in the Near East 





Seven years later, the matter appeared in an er 


1947-8 the lower middle class, led by Truman 
ruled in America. Consequently, public opiniot 
had a decided influence on foreign policy, mit- 
imizing the effectiveness of Pentagon personal: 
ities and oil-magnates. The Republican period 
brought about a shift which could have beet 


tirely different light to the Communists. : 





foreseen. 

Does this imply that we ought to adopt ! 
fatalistic outlook and passively observe this de 
cline? Not at all. Israel’s international status wa 
never as glowing as it seemed to some, nor wa 
it ever as hopeless as the outcries fraught with 
fear and mistrust would indicate. Seven yea 
is not a span of time adequate for the acquisitio! 
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of spiritual equilibrium and stability. We tend 
to become over-excited in times of success as well 
yy in times of crisis. If the old friendly spirit 
doesn’t happen to prevail in Washington at a 
certain time this is no reason for concluding that 
Israel will be abandoned and cast to the wolves. 
Anthony Eden’s recent move, backing certain 
Arab demands, did not exceed the bounds of 
platonic sympathy. He may conceivably agree to 
4 Munich of the Middle East if the Arab leaders 
confront him with a fait accompli. But the Arabs 
alone are not capable of this and it is certainly 
doubtful that his government will raise a finger 
toward this end. If we cannot count on support 
from Moscow, it is also probable that we need 
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Oss of 
taken 
idual’ 
berat pe NOT ANxIous to compose the kind of pat 
coult appreciation of “Thirty Years of Pioneer 
d that Women” which bores the writer as much as the 
of the reader. I could do it easily enough: a recital of 
nthe solid accomplishments, an assortment of deserved 
ffect compliments, and the tribute has been offered. 
ed byl But I should like to write less formally, in keep- 


“7 ing with the closeness of my association with the 
e bes, 


liber 


“Pioneer Women’: 


organization since its inception in 1925. 
The nature of the program of “Pioneer Wo- 
men” is in itself intriguing. Consider what the 
handful of women who paid me a visit some 
thirty years ago to “enlist my cooperation” pro- 
posed to do. First of all they were going to help 
maintain the training farms of the Working 
Women’s Council in Palestine, the Moetzet Ha- 
poalot. Financial assistance was fine but hardly 
unique, Other organizations were engaged in the 
maintenance of significant undertakings in Pal- 
estine. What really distinguished the group was 
its ideological alliance with the labor sector of 
man| Palestine, its espousal of projects which would 
‘niott Prove to be labor Zionism in action. That was 
min the first requisite. Secondly, if the organization 
onal} Was to be politically conscious in its Palestinian 
rio} aftiliation, it proposed to be equally so on the 
beet} American scene. There was no point in being an 
absentee liberal concerned with social justice in 
pt ! the Emek but indifferent to its progress in the 
‘de United States. So Pioneer Women would be ac- 
wat tively identified with various phases of the liberal 
wat and social democratic movements in the United 
witht States and other countries in the Americas. 


ea} You would think that such a program was in 
tO} itself sufficiently ambitious for a humble group 
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not fear a show of open hostility such as was 
expressed in the anti-Jewish line of Stalin’s last 
days. However, there definitely are prospects of 
success in Asia, and even indications that the 
Arab countries, despite repeated declarations and 
contrary statements, are beginning to make 
peace with the existence of Israel. It is a contin- 
ous process, following a winding course and 
abundant with potential crises. Until the fruits 
ripen—and until the general period of decline 
reaches its end—we need, more than anything, 
steady nerves. Our isolated position is a lesser 
threat to Israel than danger constituted by 
weak-minded individuals infected with a fear of 
loneliness, whether from the left or the right. 


A Unique Program 


by Marie Syrkin 


of beginners, small in numbers and poor in means. 
But there was still another aspect that could not 
be disregarded—culture. And what was culture? 
It could be listening to a book review and taking 
a course in current or past events, certainly legi- 
timate and worthwhile enterprises dear to all 
women’s groups. The starry-eyed progenitors, 
however, had a grander aim in view—they would 
be the keepers of the culture of their people. 
They would seek to help in the preservation of 
the Yiddish cultural values of Eastern Europe 
and in the creation of the Hebrew culture of 
Palestine. In concrete terms this meant that 
Pioneer Women would have Yiddish-speaking 
branches as well as English ones, and that its 
publications, too, would be bi-lingual. This 
should not be misunderstood. The use of Yiddish 
was not viewed as a temporary device essential be- 
cause many of the members were comparatively 
recent immigrants, and to be abandoned as soon 
as the mysteries of English idiom had been mas- 
tered. The adoption of Yiddish together with 
English was a conscious endeavor—cultural in 
the deepest sense—to retain a language, a litera- 
ture, and a spirit which was a part of the Jewish 
heritage. 


A Quixotic and top-heavy program, one might 
say without the benefit of hindsight. Something 
less ideological might have better suited the 
modest capacities of the beginners! Such well- 
meant counsel would have been mistaken. It was 
precisely a passionate ideological identification 
which enabled the organization to make its parti- 
cular contribution to the nascent Jewish home- 
land and to Jewish life in America. 
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For THREE DEcaDEs the several objectives of 

Pioneer Women were pursued and amplified. 
As one looks back over the years the support, 
through the Moetzet Hapoalot, of girls’ training 
farms, children’s agricultural villages or voca- 
tional schools for women, appears obviously and 
dramatically successful. No one remotely fami- 
liar with the history of modern Zionism requires 
a demonstration of what the development of the 
pioneer sector meant to the emergence of the 
Jewish state. But it should be remembered that 
the particular choice made by Pioneer Women 
at its inception was not just a fortunate accident. 
The members did not just happen to choose one 
batch of good works rather than another out of 
a selection of equally commendable philanthropic 
projects. The choice was determined by the 
fundamental Labor Zionist conviction that Jew- 
ish independence would be won _ primarily 
through Jewish pioneer workers, women as 
well as men. Consequently, first stress had to 
be laid on activities which prepared women, 
girls and children for a productive life in agri- 
cultural settlements and urban communities. 
The ramifications of this phase of the program 
increased with the growing needs of Palestine and 
Israel. 

The direct involvement in the reconstruction 
of Palestine not only through the support of a 
specific project but through identification with 
the far-reaching aims of Palestinian labor was to 
give Pioneer Women its special character. In 
recent years we often hear the charge that Ameri- 
can Jewry has been relegated merely to the role 
of fund-raiser and that its spiritual development 
has been ignored by the Zionist leadership. Whe- 
ther or not this is true, history would seem to 
indicate that for a long-range pull there is no 
substitute for an honest ideological commitment. 
At the same time, faith without works becomes 
sterile. Women’s groups in general have profited 
from their housewifely insistence on concrete 
objectives. If women’s energies are to be enlisted, 
the ladies have to see quick practical results 
whether it be the making a layette or creating a 
school or hospital. But if the zeal is to be sustain- 
ed, if the philanthropic impulse is to persist 
without a crisis atmosphere, it must have intel- 
lectual and moral sources on which to draw. In 
this respect the instinct of the founders of Pio- 
neer Women was sound. They never pretended to 
be non-partisan or a-political. And it was this 
clear-cut relationship to a movement as well as 
to a project which gave the small band of strug- 
gling women the force to develop in a frequent- 
ly unsympathetic and uncomprehending envi- 
ronment. The insistence on Yiddish, the declara- 
tion for Labor Zionism, at first sounded “foreign” 
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and dangerously radical to many and a long edy. 
cational process had to take place before th 
terms were understood in context. 

The relationship of the American organization 
to its Israeli counterpart, the Working Women’ 
Council, was never remote, nor did it express it. 
self solely in the considerable sums raised 4p. 
nually by Pioneer Women for the support of th 
activities of Moetzet Hapoelot. The delegate 
who came regularly from the pioneer homelan( 
to spend a year or more in close work with th 
organization included the most remarkable wo. 
men of Palestine. If one starts the list with Gold; 
Myerson, Minister of Labor, and Rahel Yanait 
Israel’s First Lady, one finds that the roster of 
exceptional personalities is by no means ¢. 
hausted. Future members of the Knesset lik 
Bebe Idelson or Ada Maimon or Rachel Katznd. 
son, legendary figures like Miriam Baratz—th 
catalogue is embarrassingly impressive—all took 
their turns as delegates to the American siste 
organization, and it must be remembered thi 
these women did not come for a flying tour ¢ 
a week or two of public appearance but worke( 
unpretentiously month after month with smij 
clubs in every part of the country. The link — 
the Yishuv and, subsequently, the State w 
vital, intimate and strong. If to-day Pioner 
Women can point to various Israeli luminari 
with pardonable pride, it is because of a dedi 
cated collaboration undertaken thirty years a 
when the talk was not of a cabinet minister but ¢! 
a well for Rahel Yanait’s farm for girls. 


AAND WHAT ABOUT THE AMERICAN SCENE 

During these years the liberal cause had nee 
of all the support it could muster, whether in i 
leftist *thirties or the reactionary “fifties. Ai 





organized socially conscious group which con 
sistently upheld the liberal position in domesti 
and international affairs throughout the shifts¢ 
the past decades, and which could be trusted « 
be intelligently articulate whether the issue wa 
the Prague Trials or McCarthyism was an ass 
by its very existence. 

As to the espousal of Yiddish—did it prov 
to be championship of a lost cause? True, of th 
some forty thousand women who are now met 
bers of Pioneer Women the majority are orga 
ized in English-speaking clubs. For the mos 
part only the older members maintain the Yi¢ 
dish tradition. Of course, the younger ones it 
dustriously study Hebrew but if they read Sho 
lem Aleichem it is likely to be in English transi: 
tion. To deny these developments, integral to lil 
in America, would be pointless. Yet somethis 
more than a nostalgic reminiscence of a vanish 
childhood in a vanished world was achieved. | 
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rich Yiddish literature is still in the process of cre- 
ation. If to-day a Yiddish writer of importance 
still finds an audience it is because of the refusal 
of such groups as Pioneer Women to let a loved 
part of the Jewish heritage be utterly lost. That 
is why at a Pioneer Women’s festival you are 
likely to hear, in addition to the representative 
from Israel and the American spokesman, such 
authentic Jewish poets as Leivick or Kadya Molo- 
dovska or Itzchak Manger. Whatever the future 
of Yiddish may be, that much has been garnered 
for a generation. 

It all bore fruit—in the network of farms and 
schools and hostels in Israel, in Hebrew-speaking 
children of the Yiddish-speaking mothers whom 
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I kept encountering in some kibbutz of Galilee 
or the Negev. So you are the son of Sarah? And 
you the daughter of Roisel? And after thirty 
years there are grandchildren—in Kfar Blum and 
many another settlement. That is perhaps the 
best evidence of how central was the involve- 
ment and how deeply it had permeated the lives 
of the women and of their families. 

One hears much talk of the erosion of Ameri- 
can Jewish life. What are its Jewish values, what 
are its sanctities? Pioneer Women with its cour- 
ageous, unambiguous approach to fundamental 
issues has contributed much and has still much 
to contribute to Israel and the American Jew- 
ish community. 


Of Peace and Appeasement 


by Ben 


N* ONLY THE POLITICAL EXPERTS have to 
think furiously about the direction of our 
future since the conference at the summit in 
Geneva. We citizens, we members of the human 
race in this, the mid-twentieth century, are just 
as lost as they. They anxiously seek a true fore- 
cast of the political floods and storms that the 
sudden thawing out of the cold war seems cer- 
tain to precipitate. But we, too, have to find our 
bearings anew, after the flat failure of some of 
our recently hard-won principles of political 
ethics. For Geneva has made crystal-clear what 
we knew at once from the day the first atom 
bomb exploded and have, ever since, been seeking 
to hide from ourselves: we have come to one of 
those times when we must look to something be- 
yond our conceptions of justice and honor for 
guidance in making man’s history. Indeed, we are 
without any sure guide, for even conscience has 
failed us, and we must place our faith in the 
dubious decisions of destiny. And this we do in 
full awareness, for to trust established principles 
as our guide could have been to precipitate the 
ultimate disaster, the end of man. 


One boon only did the Hitler era bring to the 
liberal, humane, ethical man of the twentieth 
century, the heir of the mainstream of history 
and civilization. Hitler incarnated for us absolute 
evil, and enabled us for a time to rise above the 
moral commitment to the good. When we re- 
jected appeasement, when the Western World, 
not yet threatened by Hitler, did not await the 
attack but went to meet the risks of total war, 
there was certainly political wisdom and strategic 
intuition in the choice. That Hitler was a threat 
to all, and not to the East or to a few non-Aryans 
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only, and that nothing but a united stand of the 
civilized governments and peoples could possibly 
prevent the new psychopath-barbarians from 
picking us off one by one—these lessons had been 
thoroughly learned in the political grammar 
school of the mid-’thirties. But they were lessons 
that it needed courage and moral conviction to 
take to heart. Who does not remember how piti- 
fully unprepared we were for the conflict, or 
how imprudent the Blitzkrieg made all those 
seem who refused to heed the dire warnings, 
that the West in 1939 was no match for the 
armaments and armies of Hitler? 

What ultimately saved us in 1939, what really 
made the West go to war was our moral revul- 
sion against Nazi inhumanity, the ethical horror 
which rang out in Roosevelt’s “quarantine” 
against the aggressors, the solidarity of workers, 
socialists, and liberals with the victims of fascism 
in Spain or Austria, and of all free peoples with 
the victims of Munich. Only when we knew in 
our very marrow that Hitler was the total foe 
of man, that fascism was the outright anti-hu- 
man in history, did we dare the dreadful wisdom 
of staking everything on war. 


Looking back now, we can only wonder with- 
out comprehending when we think how we were 
lifted out of ourselves and became nobler than 
we knew at that time. For we learned to feel then 
these high truths as a fire burning in our bones: 
that we are all part of one another, and an evil 
eating at any one is a poison for us all; and that 
there is no dealing with elemental evil, except 
the total resistance to it. We learned the unworth- 
iness as well as the unwisdom of appeasement. 

It is no use blinking the fact that the Soviet 
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regime, as we have known it until now, is above 
all else another anti-human manifestation in his- 
tory, an embodiment of elemental evil. Yet we 
have been unable to take toward that evil the 
simple, whole-hearted, total decision of unlimited 
antagonism that inspired our fight against Hitler. 
Even more—we feel toward the fanatic, all-out 
advocates of full-scale war against the Soviets a 
resistance which is not merely prudential, but 
essentially moral. What is this morality of revul- 
sion against total war with what we know to be 
evil; and how are we to accept it so soon after we 
had risen to the heights of a contrary morality— 
when we had learned that to fight without re- 
servation was ultimately the only way to fight 
elemental evil? 
+ % + 
THERE ARE, OF COURSE, innumerable ways in 
which to evade this question. One way is what 
we might call Churchill’s way. It is the way of 
shrewdness raised to the level of genius and act- 
ing with the directness and simplicity of instinct. 
When the Soviet infant was weak and unarmed, 
Churchill sought to stifle it in the cradle; but 
when it had grown strong, and a new threat to 
Britain had arisen and was more immediate, he 
allied himself with the Soviet devil. Then, again, 
in the moment of victory over Hitler, Churchill’s 
instinct was already alive to the threat from the 
other quarter, and he sought, in the very triumph 
of the United Nations over Nazism, to end the 
war and organize the peace in such a way as to 
give the West stronger positions against Stalin. 
Yet when the strain of cold war and the menace 
of atomic war seemed the thing Britain had to 
fear above all else, he was the first to seek a meet- 
ing at the summit and a breakout from the en- 
trenched ground of hostility to new terrain pro- 
mising peace. 


In all this, there was apparently only one domi- 
nant moral value to which Churchill remained 
infallibly sensitive. The preservation of Britain 
and the enhancement of its traditional position in 
world affairs was his one unquestioned good. No 
evils to him were ever absolute, but all have been 
relative, to be opposed the more fiercely or ap- 
peased the more freely in the degree that political 
instinct sensed their threat to be greater or less. 
A flexibility like Churchill’s could quite con- 
ceivably be shown by other forces, at present 
most unreservedly hostile to the USSR, whose 
basic moral guide is their certainty of the good- 
ness they themselves profess and serve, while the 
essence of evil is defined by whatever is felt to 
be a threat to or a denial of that goodness. It is 
not impossible to imagine the Church which 
signed a concordat with Mussolini finding a way 
to make peace with a Moscow changed in only 
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certain definite aspects,. . . 

We liberals and socialists, however, have never 
been quite certain of the absolute good. It has al. 
ways been more natural for us to see what is 
basically evil, and to guide ourselves morally by 
resistance to that. Yet we, too, can find ways to 
evade the question how we can ethically limit 
our resistance to the elemental evil in Soviet 
Communism within boundaries that we know to 
be morally irrelevant. We can quibble about 
distinctions between Bolshevism and Nazism: the 
Bolsheviks have never been madmen like the 
Nazis, but have always acted with extreme pru- 
dence—consequently, it is safe to calculate on 
what margins of strength we must keep in re- 
serve in order to deter them from aggression, in- 
stead of actually fighting them as we did with 
Hitler. But the question of morality refuses to 
be repressed: what right have we to be satisfied 
with stemming the enslavement of men at a 
given point, while we ignore the elemental evil 
that holds sway beyond it? How can we rest con- 
tent if the Kremlin does not rule in Rome and 
Paris, when we have had to witness the rape of 
Prague? 

The fact is, however, that many of us who 
have always supported the policy of contain- 
ment also, from the very beginning, feared and 
dreaded—but far more than that, we were moral- 
ly revolted by the proposals to go from a policy 
of containment to a policy of liberation, from a 
defensive posture to an anti-Soviet crusade. It 
would be quite false to say that it was solely be- 
cause of practical and strategic considerations, 
that we wanted a policy of limited opposition to 
world Communism, though certainly such con- 
siderations played a tremendous part in our 
thinking. Absolute antagonism surely need not 
dictate complete disregard of strategy, and one 
need not have abated a particle of his determina- 
tion to see Bolshevism replaced by a regime of 
freedom in order to understand that the total 
commitment of all our resources in a desperate 
struggle to save Dienbienphu, for example, was 
not the most effective way to fight Communism. 
But it would be sheer self-deception if we tried 
to rationalize everything we agreed to in such 
terms. 


If appeasement means making peace on terms 
that strengthen the enemy in preference to the 
risk of further war, can we honestly claim that 
there was no element of appeasement in the arm- 
istice in Korea? or in Indo-China? or, for that 
matter, in Yalta and Potsdam? The overthrow of 
democracy in Czechoslovakia and its abortion in 
the rest of Eastern Europe, as well as the spread 
of subversion in Southeast Asia were made pos- 
sible because the Communists took advantage of 
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opportunities we gave them in agreements de- 
liberately entered into. This remains true regard- 
less of the advantages we, also, derived from 
those agreements. Now, too, when we switched 
from cold war to negotiation in the Geneva con- 
ference, was there no element of appeasement 
involved? How can anyone fail to see that the 
afterthoughts of the professionals in the West 
have been predominantly gloomy ones since the 
Geneva conference, and particularly since Ade- 
nauer came to the Kremlin, while the smiles on 
the faces of the Politburo have been growing 
steadily smugger? Yet even today—or today 
more than ever—what can we feel but the ut- 
most revulsion at the idea of not having had the 
armistice in Korea or the meeting in Geneva? 
Revulsion is, indeed, exactly the right word, for 
who knows whether the agreements reached in 
those meetings will have strengthened us or the 
other side more on balance? Yet we feel relieved 
as though we had fought free of a frightful in- 
cubus by those meetings; for the long and short 
of it is—even appeasement is morally preferable 
to atomic war. 
* + % 

[N ORDER TO UNDERSTAND ourselves clearly, it is 

necessary to pose this question in such terms 
that it is impossible to evade the moral issue. 
What if it were Hitler and not the Kremlin that 
had the atomic war equipment to match our 
own? The bearing of the question is quite clear. 
If Hitler had had the atom and hydrogen bombs, 
no risk in the world, we are certain, would have 
prevented him from using it. The Communists, 
on the other hand, are far from being suicidal 
maniacs, and all along we were aware that they, 
like ourselves, would use the bombs as a threat, 
but we could count on their risking everything 
else—even peace—before the risk of using it as a 
weapon. 

The ethics with which we confronted and 
fought Hitler, let us recall, were the ethics of 
suicidal resistance. Any risk was worthwhile ra- 
ther than let him rule us. The ultimate expression 
of that ethics was the uprising in the Warsaw 
ghetto. The moral situation which faced the 
ghetto fighters in Warsaw was certainly the 
extremity of extreme situations. It was thus 
the most perfect expression of the type of 
act and situation in which that characteristic 
modern philosophy, the philosophy of Existenz, 
seeks a contemporary morality. For a decision 
merits being called ethical, as we now realize 
anew, when it determines a true action rather 
than a mere reaction: that is, when it risks 
the whole of a self and involves the whole 
self. The blinking of an eyelid to get rid of 
a cinder has no moral significance—it is a 
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mere reaction, as the whole self is not needed to 
cope with the threat. Ethical acts are always de- 
cisions to be or not to be, for even if they do not 
involve physical life or death, they involve the 
life or death of a particular quality of char- 
acter. In our times it has become increasingly 
difficult to live ethically, because the mechaniza- 
tion, fragmentation, and specialization of our 
lives have made choices involving the life or 
death of our characters a rarity—or, at least, they 
have dulled our sensitivity to that element of 
fatefulness (the involvement of Existenz) which 
nevertheless does inhere in our choices. This seems 
to be the reason why the modern awareness of 
ethical involvement has so often depended on 
“extreme situations,” situations where sheer 
physical force compels us to face choices upon 
which depend the life or death of character, or 
simple life itself. 

The Warsaw ghetto fighters had only this 
choice: whether to die as slaves or to die as free 
men. That they chose freedom in death seems 
to us one of the most sublime ethical decisions 
of our times. It was a fateful decision, for it 
preserved a quality in the lives of us who sur- 
vived (above all, of us who as Jews are one with 
them in a single selfhood) that gives our lives 
meaning. Moreover, only by decisions of this 
sort, we learned in the Hitler epoch, could we 
face the social force of evil, for the strength of 
an evil regime lies in the subservience of its sub- 
jects, in what we call “collaborationism.” It 
can be overthrown, we concluded, only by radi- 
cal rebellion. And in a totalitarian regime re- 
bellion is usually tantamount to suicide. Thus, 
we learned, against elemental evil only total 
suicidal risk can secure the good, that freedom 
which is the ethical quality of life. 


We know that if it were Hitler we were fac- 
ing today, he would have used the atom and 
hydrogen bombs. And, by the mechanical 
fatality of our preparations for massive retalia- 
tion, so should we! The nature of Hitler’s act 
would be of the same ethical quality as his whole 
conduct in the ’thirties and ’forties. It would 
have been a total, suicidal risk taken deliberately 
in full consciousness and acceptance of the con- 
sequences; it would have been existentially ‘“au- 
thentic’—or, to use ethical language, a true 
ethical act of perverted or diabolical nature. But 
our own retaliation could arose in us none of the 
exaltation (although mixed with horror) that 
we felt at the sublime heroism of the Warsaw 
ghetto fighters. For ours would not be an act 
of freedom, an existential decision determining 
the subsequent character of our lives. Our re- 
taliation would be mechanical, unwilled, a pure 
reaction: we should be driven to it! Nor could 
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it determine a life of freedom in the future, for 
after the atomic war there would be no life at 
all, certainly none that could unite with ours in 
a single selfhood. It would be the end of man. 
A suicidal risk has an ethical quality, it is sacri- 
ficial only when it serves life, and when it is 
freely made in the knowledge of what good it 
will secure. Atomic retaliation would be sui- 
cidal; but it would mark the suicide of all man- 
kind. It could not be sacrificial, for there is no 
life that it could serve. Nor would it even be 
a free act, for we would retaliate not as an as- 
sertion of freedom, but in a kind of mechanical 
madness. Toward the idea of such an act, we 
can have nothing but the deepest moral re- 
vulsion. 

In the face of a mania that would actually 
launch atomic war, there could be only one 
ethical response to sane men. ‘That response 
would be the free decision to surrender. Only 
pacifism makes any moral sense in the face of 
an elemental evil so armed that there is no way 
to defeat it but to make it victorious. In pulling 
down the temple about his ears, Samson inspired 
the Hebrews to courage and became a hero. But 
a holocaust of the whole world would make no 
heroes of those who, driven by a Hitlerian chal- 
lenge, added new brands to that flame. The only 
heroism conceivable would be to submit, to yield 
to the evil and to wait, hoping that sanity is 
more natural to man in the end than is madness. 

We learn the curious lesson that the only free 
choice, the only ethics open to man may in some 
circumstances be the choice not to act, to live 
not in the realm of active Existenz, but simply 
to guard existence, to hoard the flame of life in 
secret till other generations build an altar upon 
which it may flare in freedom. 


Tt 1s Not Hirer by whom we are now faced, 

but the new directorate in the Kremlin. 
Neither they nor our:own leaders are cut in the 
mold of existential heroes, whether black or 
bright. Both they and we are concerned not 
with Existenz but simply with the preservation, 
and if possible the enhancement of those com- 
plexes of existence that history has handed 
down to us. But the weapons with which history 
has equipped both them and us bring us to the 
very limit of an extreme situation from which 
there is no rescue once past the point of no re- 
turn: we have it in our. power, by pursuing our 
quarrels singlemindedly, to bring about the mass 
suicide of all mankind. Not through the exis- 
tential heroism of pacifism, but out of ordinary 
human dread and caution we have both recoiled 
from this choice. On our part, this yielding to 
the social forces of evil involves what we have 
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learned to call appeasement; and this appease- 
ment we have undertaken out of sheer horror 
at its alternative. 

That this is the situation is clear, and it does 
no good to pretend otherwise. The cold war, of 
course, is far from being ended, even though we 
may hope that those blind men on either side who 
would risk a total global conflict have been put 
out of court by Geneva. The policy of contain- 
ment on our part and the probing of our de- 
fenses on the other continue. But there were 
always two views of how the stalemate that 
containment brings about, if successful, could 
be ended. The first view was that which proposed 
to follow successful containment by liberation; 
and even the proponents of this view assured 
us it need not mean atomic war, for if pres- 
sure were applied judiciously as well as stub- 
bornly, internal uprisings would end the Soviet 
regime. The other view hoped for a solution 
which would come when the Soviet Union 
was transformed, not by an explosive response 
to outer pressures, but by an inner maturing 
under conditions of peace and well-being. Which 
of these views is favored by the results of the 
Geneva Conference? 

No completely unequivocal answer to this 
question can be given, to be sure. In the midst of 
the bargaining for peace, the cold war continues, 
and in many directions may even become more 
active, as Russia seeks to take advantage of the 
new situation. On our side, too, the need to take 
firm hold again as we see new threats to our con- 
tainment policy will keep alive ideas of forcing 
revolts in the East by constant pressure. But it 
is already clear that the weight of our hopes is no 
longer in this scale of the historic balance. In- 
stead we watch with eager interest such novelties 
as the survival—even (relatively speaking) the 
political survival—of Malenkov after the con- 
demnation.of his policies; the new relaxation of 
barriers to travel and information; the amnesty 
to Soviet political prisoners—and all the other 
signs of a mellowing of the Muscovite grimness. 
Our current policy is based, at bottom, on the 
faith that the Soviet leadership and bureaucracy 
as well as the people are simply going to grow 
tired of tyranny, if left alone; that freedom is, 
after all, the normal condition of man. 

It is quite clear then that our Russian policy 
has become one of waiting and hoping, rather 
than of tactical maneuvers to undermine the evil 
that is Communism. Thus we have come to one 
of those times when a deeper sense warns us not 
to make any ethical choice at all. We are forced 
to renounce responsibility for history—hoping 
that destiny may prove not blind but providen- 
tial. 
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Attlee and the Future of Labor 


by Herbert Howarth 


[HE Lasor Party CONFERENCE in October 
has been preceded by a flurry of agitation 
over the leadership question. “Attlee is ready to 
retire:”” The News Chronicle appeared on Sept. 
14th with this banner across its front page. Percy 
Cudlipp, formerly editor of what is usually re- 
garded as the official Labor paper, The Daily 
Herald, but now a migrant to The News 
Chronicle, had been to visit Clement Richard 
Attlee in his country home, and the report he 
had brought back to Fleet Street with him was 
the origin of this headline, the repercussions of 
which were promptly felt wherever there is a 
family that still cares about the Labor Party’s 
future—and there are such families still. 

On examination, Mr. Cudlipp’s report did 
not quite bear out the implications of the 
Chronicle’s headline. It certainly stated, with 
clarity, that Mr. Attlee felt ready to retire: 

Question: “If only your personal wishes 
were involved when would you like to 
retire?” 

Answer: “The sooner the better... I 
have had a long innings, and I shall be 
glad when I can hand over to a young- 
er man.” 

It was on this part of the interrogation that 
the headline was based. But soon after it came 
an equally clear intimation that, nevertheless, 
retirement was at present not the likeliest thing. 
Disclosing that he had intended to withdraw 
from public life in July, that the Parliamentary 
Labor Party had pressed him to remain as leader, 
had re-elected him unopposed, and had even 
persuaded him not to set a time-limit on his con- 
tinuance, he declared: 

‘|. the party in Parliament does not want 

me to go yet, and their view seems to be 

shared by our people in the country. I am 
completely in the party’s hands.” 
This was surely the pivot of the interview: it 
would be hard to think of a clearer or more At- 
tlee-ish way of saying that British Labor’s leader 
did not foresee retirement yet. 

However, the effect of the interview has been 
to bring to boiling-point the question of leader- 
ship. The Daily Mirror has for some time been 
campaigning for a change in command and ex- 
plaining the merits of Harold Wilson (who is 
at present working on a brief to examine and 
overhaul the party’s organization). But that 
campaign might have passed without immediate 


effect had not Mr. Cudlipp’s interview been 
printed. A concurrent editorial in The News 
Chronicle urged Hugh Gaitskell’s candidature 
for the succession, and added that any indecision 
regarding the future of the party, any post- 
ponement of decision by the method of asking 
Attlee to stay at the top, would be harmful or 
worse (‘Indecision in politics,” concluded the 
editor in a moment of illumination, “‘is fatal.”). 
And next day the Daily Herald, which accord- 
ing to Fleet Street was angered that a statement 
crucial for the Labor Party had been given to 
the Chronicle instead of to the official organ, 
published its own interview with Attlee which 
produced nothing new but had the effect of 
circulating more widely the fact that Attlee was 
personally anxious to withdraw from public 
affairs. 

All this means that the October conference 
of the Labor Party will find it difficult to avoid 
a definite expression of view on the subject of 
the leadership. The meeting of delegates under 
the shadow of the recent defeat at the polls must 
in any case have been somber. With this ques- 
tion now forced on them the outlook is par- 
ticularly grim. One possible point of view is 
that adumbrated by the editor of The News 
Chronicle, that it will be healthiest for the party 
to face its problems straight away and start its 
new life with new officials. But as members of 
the party talk to one another the opposite view 
is being canvassed, with a good deal of head- 
shaking: that the withdrawal of Attlee, who is 
a skilled and honest arbiter of differences and 
persuades the warring elements, by example, to 
put party before personal pride, would create 
internecine warfare. Those who incline towards 
the left of the party are said to be drawn very 
strongly, as a result of the sudden scare that 
Attlee may go, to this position and to desire that 
Attlee should remain. 


Now just because all this ferment has been 
created, there are commentators who judge that 
Attlee intended it to be created. The Observer’s 
political correspondent characterized the Cud- 
lipp interview as “vintage Attlee”: clearly so 
old a hand knew what he was doing and precise- 
ly what would follow the publication of his 
remarks. The most extreme interpretation in 
this sense came from The Spectator, a weekly 
now brimming with life under its “young Con- 
servative” editor, Ian Gilmore, who came in at 
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the New Year’s. The Spectator’s political ex- 
pert, Henry Fairlie, the cleverest now writing, 
understood the interview as a most skilful dé- 
marche by a most sinister egotist, calculated to 
prevent the Labor Party quietly working out 
its reorganization and to alarm it into retaining 
the present directors. In some bitter sentences 
he wrote: 


“Mr Attlee’s actions since 1951 do not 
seem to me to have been marked by any 
genuine concern for the future of the Labor 
Party. With this position and his prestige 
he could have prevented most of the non- 
sensical feuding—if he had not wished to 
divide and rule.” 


This is a surprising passage. If we couple this 
accusation that Attlee has deliberately thrust 
the leadership issue on the Conference with the 
Observer’s much gentler digs, we can detect 
the emergence of a curious view of Mr. Attlee. 
It may be remembered that Mr. Churchill, 
though he often spoke with genuine respect of 
the unselfishness and hard work of his wartime 
Deputy Premier, also thought him lacking in 
belligerence and much less dangerous than in his 
imaginative way he had always supposed social- 
ists to be, and that consequently he permitted 
himself the famous mot that Attlee was ‘“‘a sheep 
in wolf’s clothing.” Ten years later that view 
has been totally reversed. The Henry Fairlie 
view apparently has it that Attlee looks blame- 
lessly sheepish, but that behind the mask of plain 
Mr. Everyman he is Machiavelli. 


At THis JUNCTURE it may be well to glance 

back at Mr. Attlee’s history and to try to 
decide what sort of man he is and what sort of 
motives animate him. 

He was born in 1883, the seventh child and 
the fourth son in a family of eight. His father, 
a solicitor in the City of London and a Liberal, 
was descended from men who for generations 
had been farmers and millers in southern Eng- 
land. His mother was Conservative, and Attlee’s 
first political assumptions, up to the age of 
twenty-two or more, were conservative in color. 
But there was a strong tradition of social service 
in the Attlees, and it was from this that his 
socialism eventually developed, as he has noted 
in his typically dull and factual autobiography: 
“My mother was a district visitor for the 
Church. My elder brother had helped at boys’ 
clubs and an aunt had left home in order to live 
in a poor street in Wandsworth over a club for 
factory girls which she managed.” Attlee went, 
in pursuit of this tradition, to manage a boys’ 
club in the East End of London, and there he 
learned by experience the facts of the lives of 
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the poor. There was a sense of justice in him 
that was affronted by those facts: in order to 
understand their significance he began to read, 
and his reading produced the conviction that 
“the economic and ethical basis of society was 
wrong.” He joined the Fabians in 1907, and 
jn the same year became a member of a wharf- 
side branch of the Independent Labor Party 
Except during the Great War, in which he 
grved, he managed or was clerk for or chair- 
man of social, or socialist, enterprises in the East 
End of London until 1922. That was the school 
in which he learned the meaning and the prac- 
tice of politics. It must always be remembered 
in weighing him that nature gave him no addic- 
tion for the public arena. Some men burn to 
get onto the hustings; their schooldays and their 
undergraduate days are a constant effort to 
make themselves heard. That was never the 
case with Attlee. He shrank from public ap- 
pearance. It was painful to him to make a 
speech. The only thing that made him break 
through the barrier that his constitution imposed 
between himself and the public was the actual 
condition of the people in the East End. 
He writes, for instance, in his autobiography, 
this passage: 
“T recall one day walking along the street 
when a little barefoot girl came and joined 
me. She said “Where are you going, Mr. 
Attlee?’ I said, ‘I’m going home for tea.’ 
‘Oh,’ she said, ‘I’m going home to see if 
there is any tea.’ This seemed to me to put 
very neatly the difference between the com- 
fortable and the insecure classes.” 
This was what made him a socialist, and this is 
what made him a politician. By nature he was 
the quiet self-effacing practitioner of social serv- 
ice. But he was also the product of generations 
of Bible reading—he has written in one of his 
books that if you make a Britisher read the Bible, 
you never can predict what will come out of it 
—and when he correlated his Bible-reading with 
his observation of shortages and suffering in the 
East End he found himself compelled to translate 
his feelings into political activity. His first of- 
fice was in the sphere of local government: he 
became a highly efficient and successful mayor 
of the Borough of Stepney long before he was 
sufficiently well-known in national politics to 
make it seem possible to him or to anyone else 
that he might be a prime minister. He was 
elected to Parliament in 1922 for the riverside 
constituency, Limehouse, and through one elec- 
tion after another he thereafter remained a 
member of the House of Commons. It is to be 
noted that he was one of the first Labor M.P.’s 
who did not spring from the working-classes. In 
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our own time the Labor M.P. of wealthy origin 
is a normal phenomenon. It was not so in 1922. 
Attlee’s act of allegiance to the Labor Party in 
1907 was the first sign of a new trend, the ardent 
response of young men to generous feelings and 
the valuing of these above loyalty to their 
fathers and their class—a new trend which was 
essential if Labor was to progress peacefully to 
power in Britain and to attempt its economic 
experiments, yet which inevitably destroyed the 
old character of British socialism even while it 
brought it to success. Attlee, socialist recruit 
in 1907 and socialist M.P. in 1922, was the sign 
of the victory to come and how it would come, 
but he was also the sign of the disintegrative 
changes, differences, and discontents to come. 

In the House of Commons he attracted no 
attention for brilliance. But he was always re- 
liable, sound, sensible. He worked for the mas- 
tery of facts. His solid capabilities were noticed 
by his leaders, his background of education and 
the social proprieties was curiously serviceable 
to him in a party where it was not yet regular, 
and he was given minor office early, was ap- 
pointed to Lord Simon’s Commission on India, 
and took a steady part in the Labor conferences. 
When Ramsay MacDonald abandoned Labor for 
the so-called ‘‘National’? Government, Attlee 
stood by his basic rule that the majority wishes of 
the party must set the course for him, and—not- 
ing privately how easily a flamboyant orator like 
MacDonald caved in under pressure, and no 
doubt finding in that thought compensation for 
his own lack of flamboyancy—he became deputy 
leader of the diminished ranks of the Labor 
Party. His chief was George Lansbury. Lans- 
bury withdrew in 1935, because as a convinced 
pacifist he could not lead a party that stood for 
sanctions against Italy, and since then Attlee has 
been in command. As Labor’s leader he has also 
been the United Kingdom’s prime minister dur- 
ing the two successive periods of electoral power 
that Labor has enjoyed since the War. 

I recollect that the first time I saw Attlee or 
heard him speak was at a debate at the Oxford 
Union in the mid-thirties soon after he had be- 
come Labor’s principle spokesman. I was struck 
and depressed by the watery colorlessness that 
characterized his public speaking. He supplied 
facts and good sense but made them seem singu- 
larly unappetising. Always, and even as prime 
minister, he kept his colorlessness. 

It was only in part the colorlessness of limita- 
tion. It was also a defensive colorlessness, the 
clinging, undispellable effects of that pain that 
any expression of his self caused him; it was the 
outward manifestation of that psychic barrier 
that divided him from the public. The strain 
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of living a public life although by disposition 
an introvert has affected his health at various 
times, and during his premiership, when it must 
have been acute, it resulted, as it often can, in 
eczema. He faced this latter illness so stead- 
fastly and successfully that he emerged from it 
with new powers. Above all he learned (or he 
perfected an earlier learning) to use his color- 
lessness as well as to suffer it: he learned to em- 
ploy it as a mask, and more than that, to raise 
it to a virtue, so that, for example, when the 
Labor Party was threatened with a particularly 
disruptive split over Bevan before the last elec- 
tion, Attlee won general esteem, and probably 
Bevan’s esteem too, by the sanity with which 
he settled the matter and effected a public shake- 
hands with the mercurial Welshman. 


In speaking of this skilful use of colorlessness 
I find myself nearing the position from which 
Henry Fairlie writes. It could be that such 
usage hides a good deal of generalship. But let 
us, before we are led so far, once more call to 
mind the impulses that have for fifty working 
years been behind the wax-figure face. They are 
impulses born of a longing for justice, for fair 
play. They are the impulses of ‘Keir Hardie 
socialism”; Attlee and many early socialists saw 
summarized in the preaching of Keir Hardie 
their own primitive Biblical socialism of charity 
and love making for equality. They are im- 
pulses born not of reading (which came after 
to re-inforce), but of observation—observation 
of men, women, and children in their homes and 
at their work, observation intensively lived for 
years together. After their formation these 
impulses have been controlled and organized by 
an efficient mind, and when they have emerged 
to public view it has been under cover of an 
administrator’s impassive reporting; but surely 
in their origins they were warm and wounding 
in the man himself. And dare anyone of us say, 
unless he has evidence* of which I do not know 
for saying it, that the warmth has died or been 
forgotten? 


* With this word “evidence” I am drawn to mention that 
a critic might complain that the main evidence on which this 
analysis of Attlee is based is that provided by the man himself. 
His biographer, Roy Jenkins, depended on such evidence. Later 
came Attlee’s own autobiography. Perhaps something is held 
back in the autobiography and the other Attlee books—not 
necessarily deliberately, but for lack of consciousness or alter- 
natively because Attlee in all his books is a politician speaking 
to an electorate or at any rate to present or potential adherents 
of Labor. But it is the business of literary criticism, whether 
dealing with a writer of literature or of political and economic 
brochures, to discriminate the genuine and the false; and I will 
take the risk of saying on literary grounds that while there is 
probably something held back, something which is worth ex- 
ploring by future biographers, the essence of Attlee’s story is 
genuine. 
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It may be justly said of Attlee that he has 
made mistakes, and that one particular mistake 
which had costly repercussions in many places 
was his trust of Ernest Bevin. It can also be 
urged that in personal matters his mind does not 
change, and that, having once preferred Bevin 
to Dalton as foreign secretary, he has stuck to 
the consequences and continues years later in 
defiance of history to allege that the preference 
was right, and that Bevin in turn was a just man- 
ager of Middle East politics. But precisely this 
tenacity postulates a loyalty to his original con- 
victions and to his original political sensations. 
I believe that he has not changed, and has not 
replaced pride in office for his early modest ef- 
ficiency in serving his party’s wishes, and has 
not given up his pursuit of social equality for 
mere party generalship. Indeed, a striking part 
of his statement to Percy Cudlipp was that in 
which he indicated a feeling that, a man being 
unchangeable, he could no longer provide the 
services needed, since the kind of belief in which 
he had worked was no longer useful to the Labor 
Party because its aims were already fulfilled: 

“Many evils against which we were fight- 
ing fifty years ago have been overcome, and 
Socialist ideas, then regarded as outlandish, 
are now accepted. Even the Tories have a 
broader, more humane outlook . . . The 
world today is constantly presenting new 
problems. It is no use asking ‘What would 
Keir Hardie have done?? We must have 
at the top men brought up in the present 
age, not, as I was, in the Victorian age.” 

Henry Fairlie appears to understand this part 
of the statement as a hint to the Party not to 
have Herbert Morrison or Griffiths (against 
both of whom Fairlie apparently fancies him to 
nourish rancor) as his successor. It may indeed 
contain a hint to the Party about the succession. 
But reading it as it stands I find it an honest and 
moving statement by a man who has played a 
part in the transformation of it, that his political 
world is dead, and an honest resignation of the 
field to quite new men. I believe that he does 
not even try to suggest which new men would 
be the best for the task, for he accepts that if 
aman is beyond shaping an age he is also beyond 
knowing who can shape it best. 


N THE WHOLE, then, I read Attlee’s statement 
to The News Chronicle as relatively straight- 
forward. There are some leaders for whom gen- 
eralship consists in communicating the facts, in 
letting people know, quietly but clearly, where 
they stand. That much generalship I see active 
in his statement. Attlee does genuinely wish, 





as he has always wished, to be guided by the 
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will of the majority of the party. His statement 
was intended to elicit an expression of their will 
at the conference. (It will be realized that the 
Conference does not appoint or dismiss the lead- 
er. The Parliamentary Labor Party does that. 
But Attlee will be guided by the feelings dis- 
played at the conference, or by any resolution 
that may be put forward bearing on his position. ) 

By the time this is printed the conference 
will have made known its feelings. Although 
my guess, for better or worse, would be that 
there will be a majority of voices heard appeal- 
ing to Attlee to remain and apply his experience 
and skill in reconciliation to bring the party 
through the preliminary stages of its reconstruc- 
tion, I do not pretend to say what the upshot 
will be. But what I will quote, in all its poign- 
ancy and all its foreboding, is a remark made 
to me by a Labor councillor from one of the 
London boroughs: ‘Whatever happens, this 
conference will be the end of the Labor Party 
as we have known it.” 

The Labor Party, with its history from Robert 
Owen through Keir Hardie, through the Webbs 
and Shaw, to Attlee and Laski and Aneurin 
Bevan and Gaitskell, perishes before it has more 
than begun to put order into the world of the 
spinning-machine and the railway. It has to 
perish now because the world of the mills and 
the railway has already ceased to exist, has al- 
ready in its disorder and just discernible state of 
re-ordering, dissolved and given way to the new 
world of nuclear energy, the satellites, and space 
penetration. Attlee thinks that it will take a 
very new Labor Party to catch up with this. 
Some people would go further and say that no 
political party anywhere seems likely to catch 
up. Yet some of the old idealists of the Labor 
Party, notably the apoplectic H. G. Wells, some 
two generations ago conceived that their Party 
was best framed to match the demands of men 
and women in that greater universe which they 
imagined and we see leaping into life. 
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The Political Parables of Mori Sa’id 


by Hayim Hazaz 


Wes THE BAD TIMES came and the country 

-¥¥. was plagued with the Arab gangs, and the 
blood of Israel was spilt in town and village, on 
road and field, and there was none to aid and 
none to support us, at that time Mori Sai’d roused 
himself. 

“Ha, ha,” he cried in his piping voice, “I said 
it, I said it! I told you already everything that 
would happen! And what is it you see now? It’s 
only one end of the rope—but who can tell where 
is its latter end? It is King Messiah who holds it, 
and only the Holy Blessed One knows where it 
ends, but it’s still lo—ng, thong upon thong... 
Many troubles are still to come, worse troubles 
than these, of every kind, before the Blessed 
Name will stretch forth to us the thread of grace 
and send us the Just Redeemer. It’s fated, fated 
that evils should increase in the days of Messiah, 
and the Glory cometh in the end, from darkness 
unto a great, great light! Whoe’r would laugh, 
let him not say woe, the Blessed Name will be 
gracious unto us, in our lifetime and in our 
days...” 

And when the trouble grew and the masses of 
Israel stood empty-handed against armed bandits, 
martyred and slain, burying every day their dead 
and coming back stronger in the work of build- 
ing the land, and the government takes evil 
counsel against them and multiplies decrees, one 
worse than the next, and the whole wide world, 
Jerusalem and London, Rome and Moscow, Ger- 
many and Baghdad and Egypt and India, all 
conspire in concert evil hostility against us to 
destroy us, and it seemed that all extremities were 
exhausted, at that time Mori Sa’id hewed away 
with his prayer like a man hewing at a wall to 
open a passage in it, and bobbing his head and 
cackling, he said: 

“They do not know, they do not know .. . 
They walk in the thick of night and blackness! 
Ehi—i, ehi—i, it’s only the beginning of trouble, 
and this gate will be opened for them all, for 
them all! For, when affliction cometh upon the 
world none other than Jacob feels it at first, for 
he is the first born, exemplary unto all the 
Gentiles—every trouble of Israel alone is not a 
true trouble, only a trouble shared by Israel and 
the Gentiles is a true trouble. The Blessed Name 
will make them pay, He will avenge our blood. 





These “parables” are excerpted from Mori Sa’id, a novel by 
the eminent Hebrew author, Hayim Hazaz, an English transla- 
tion of which by Ben Halpern is to be published by Abelard- 
Schuman in November of this year. 


Until that the words of the prophet come to pass, 
‘City against city, kingdom against kingdom and 
it shall not be well with the wicked,’ and neither 
shall he prolong his days which are as a shadow 
because he feareth not before the Lord. And 
then, afterwards, the blooming vine shall speedily 
bear fruit, the green grape shall speedily ripen, 
and it shall be granted us to see King Messiah 
appear in his majesty, in our lifetime and in our 
days.” 

Many waves beat upon Israel, many cruel 
decrees poured down upon them, manners cor- 
rupted and endlessly evil, afflictions external and 
domestic, and things went in this way from bad 
to worse until there arose the demon of that in- 
famous evildoer, Hitler, and set the whole world 
in confusion. Terror fell upon peoples at seeing 
him conquering countries and subduing nations 
and states, bringing destruction upon Israel wher- 
ever they lived, nor could any nation stand be- 
fore him. Mothers and fathers in Israel shuddered 
in horror and were driven to despair for their 
sons and daughters in that awful hour, lest the 
enemy enter the Land of Israel, and frightful, 
nightmarish thoughts, deaths cruel and unnatural 
and violence beyond imagination, things mouths 
could not speak nor ears bear to hear, crowded 
and came to their minds. As though the end of 
Israel had come from one end of the earth to the 
other, and the hour had struck for the world to 
be destroyed. 

All those days Mori Sa’id would sit either at 
home or in the synagogue, immersed in Torah 
and worship, and he knew of the plagues and 
afflictions in the world only through what ap- 
peared to him in his dreams. And when he heard 
people talking about the course of the war or 
about that chaos which had invaded the world, 
he was not startled nor disconcerted, but like one 
well versed in all the world’s secrets, what had 
been before and what was still to be, he nodded 
his head, breathed through his lips, and said: 

“H-a ha, a great war . .. Aywah, aywah, a 
great war and puny people .. . But not Israel so 
far, only the Gentiles only . . . This is like the tale 
of a certain king who summoned the Hakham 
Basha of that time, and said to him: ‘Why do 
you watch all the Gentiles fighting one against 
the other, and you stand aside and don’t lift a 
finger?’ He said to him: ‘What can we do, so long 
as the Holy Blessed One has charged us to do 
nothing during our exile until He Himself de- 
sires? As it is written: “I charge you, O ye 
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daughters of Jerusalem, by the roes and by the 
hinds of the field, that ye stir not up, nor awake!” 
And are you not aware, O my Lord, that we are 
a small nation, pain-wracked and anguished, and 
we have not the arm nor the power, and if we 
were to take a stand, they would destroy us from 
under the heavens all at once, in an instant. Now 
then, I beseech my lord to have seventy roosters 
and a single chick brought in to us.’ Whereat the 
king gave orders and they brought seventy roost- 
ers into the king’s court and they brought also 
the chick, and they scattered before them grain 
to eat. Then whenever yon chick approached and 
wished to eat too among all the roosters, they 
gave him divers picks and pecks and drove him 
off and he fled from before them to a far corner, 
and sat hidden and lowly lest they kill him. 
Meanwhile one of the roosters, with big wings 
and a big comb, a bold and cunning fowl, a well- 
tried veteran, stood forth and loudly clapped 
his wings and crowed in the powerful tones of a 
hero. Another’s jealousy was aroused, he was 
seized by a storm of envy: How dare he so to 
raise his voice! He darted forth his eye, sprang 
upon him in a fiery wrath, and they were en- 
gaged in fierce warfare, a fight to the finish, 
until both fell. At once two others sprang forth 
and fell upon each other with angry cries, and so 
all the rest gave themselves over to wrath and 
vengeance, and made war until all of them fell, 
slaughtered by one another, and there they lay— 
dead corpses. Meanwhile came forth yon simple, 
honest, innocent chick, and ate of the blessed 
plenty to his fill and beyond, and he opened his 
mouth in chants and paeans to the living God, 
and he cried: Kokoeh! .. . And this is how the 
Jews are, too. Now the seventy nations will war 
among themselves until they all fall and are ex- 
tinguished from the world. Then will arise Ben- 
David and redeem the Holy Spirit, the city will 
be built upon its mount, the Temple will rest in 
its due place, Israel standing in their station, the 
Levites on their dais, and the priests engaged 
in their worship, speedily in our days, Amen, so 


be it.” 


+ + + 


Mor: ALFekaH caME to Mori Sa’id’s house to 
inquire about a dream he had had. But every 
finger has its string, and every chat has its open- 
ing. He held back his dream for a while and sat 
there wearing a black capote over his shift, his 
mouth set in placid goat-like lines, and his eyes 
sad. He began about the phenomena of the world, 
about that licentious time and that confusion of 
world affairs, and drew him out with roundabout 
talk. 
“Much trouble is in the world, O my brother,” 
he deeply sighed and said, “‘it is not enough what 
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was already before, still that son of a curse 
wants to come hither unto us, and, Lord forbid, 
utterly destroy us. Ah, ah, the poor Jews! They 
say he killed hundreds and thousands of men, 
women, and children without mercy, and burned 
synagogues and schools, and even desecrated 
many and many a cemetery, blast his name and 
his fame. We were like unto sheep to the 
slaughter .. .” 

““How so?” Mori Sa’id shifted and peered at 
him in amazement. “Yon evildoer is still only at 
the beginning, and does he already dream of 
conquering the whole world?” 

“Blast his name, he is not content! There are 
three things that are never satisfied, yea, four 
things say not, It is enough . . . Here he has al- 
ready swallowed up Austria and Sekokavkavka*, 
and here they say that already Shelibeh** has 
flown in the air to the cursed Hidhid*** and 
demeaned himself to appease him. Shelibeh flew 
to him on the wings of his own designs, and made 
over to him, in return for not touching the 
Ingliz, all of yon countries who trusted in the 
Ingliz, them and their shrouds, as one says: My 
hens and your eggs, and we'll divide the chicks... 
But Hidhid is a bastard, he laughs at him like a 
deceitful fox, and outwits him with cunning and 
evil tricks. Is there any faith in his words? Blasted 
be his name and fame, but that one is an Amalek- 
ite! What will be the end of it all—God alone 
knows. Only He alone will defend His great 
Name...” 

“And what’s wrong with them all that they 
permit it?” Mori Sa’id spoke dubiously out of 
his musings. 

“The Ingliz, they love money and trickery,” 
answered Mori Alfekah, “And any tricks they 
can do, they do. While that wicked one prepared 
arnis of all sorts and many forts, they were hot 
after gold, dealing in trade and profits and cer- 
tain of ease and safety, and they who were the 
most cunning became the most accursed, there’s 
no substance to them, rescuers who stumble and 
bring down the rescued .. .” 

“No, no,” Mori Sa’id was aroused. “Not so! 
There’s something behind it. The Ingliz are very 
wise, sly as serpents, and in their hearts are two 
twin loves: lies and deceit, and they are more 
powerful than all the nations in the world. But 
it is Satan who deceived them. No matter how 
much they watched that Hidhid preparing 
weapons and implements of war, their eyes were 
blinded and they did not believe. For that Satan 
deceived them and showed unto them that al- 
ready there would no longer be war between 


* Czechoslovakia 
** Chamberlain 
*%* Arabic for hoopoe, referring to Hitler. 
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state and state. He showed them some lying false 
prophecy, as though it were already the End of 
Days, as the prophet said: ‘And they shall beat 
their swords into ploughshares, and their spears 
into pruning hooks: nation shall not lift up 
sword against nation, neither shall they learn 
war any more’-—and all that was vanity and 
emptiness and the work of Satan, and that is 
what brought them down. What do you think? 
Would the Blessed One let pass what they did 
to us, how they incited the Arabs against the 
Jews, and especially that slaughter in Hebron? 
And also what they did more to us in this day 
and hour, the murder and ruin and destruction, 
and above all the bitter, wicked decrees... What 
do you think? What do you think? They have 
cruelty in their hearts against the Jews, not to 
let us return to the Land of Israel! They and the 
other evildoers of the Gentiles are the same, but 
for wiles and trickery, not so much in the open 
but stretching forth their hooves, as if to say: 
See us, how we are pure, and they rob and plun- 
der, looking all the while like him who prepareth 
the altar, and there is no difference between them 
and Hidhid the Wicked, blast his name and fame, 
but hypocrisy and humbug. For these things will 
the Lord refrain Himself? Nay, for already their 
hour has struck and this is their payment. The 
way of the Blessed One is like this: Tit for tat, 
He repayeth to each man as his deed; as his act, 
He returneth unto him. Now they will smell 
some of the odor of suffering, and taste of yon 
taste of bitter exile and foreign masters. Hidhid 
the Wicked will decree unto them evil decrees 
as those very decrees they decreed upon us, ay- 
wah, aywah, they will be like us in suffering. 
Then they will seek justice and not find it, truth 
—and not find, they will beg for mercy—and 
there is no mercy. Then they will understand 
and know how it is with a ewe-lamb standing 
amidst seventy wolves, and how it is for a solitary, 
driven nation amid the seventy nations. Until 
our just Messiah cometh and brings salvation to 
the world. And that is now, now near at hand. 
For the vision is yet for an appointed time, but 
at the end it shall speak, and not lie: though it 
tarry, wait for it; because it will surely come, it 
will not tarry.” 

He ended his words and mused a while private- 
ly. But after only a few seconds he fixed his 
gaze upon empty space and screeched in a sharp, 
high voice: 

‘Germania’ with one added for the whole 
word, is by gematria* ‘The Devil.’ ‘Inklizi’ is 
by gematria ‘Laughter.’ ” 

* Gematria is a method of interpreting Hebrew words 


symbolically. Each letter in the Hebrew alphabet has not 
only a phonetic but also a numerical value. By gematria, 
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“Happy are we that we are Israel!” Mori Alfe- 
kah bounced in his place wonderstruck and de- 
lighted. “How The Blessed Name granteth us 
Torah and wisdom, till that almost everything 
we can derive by gematria or notarikon!”** 


NE THING AND ANOTHER adds up to a sum. 

The whole essence of yon affliction, people in- 
terpreted and said, originated only in Israel. As it 
were that they are the head and core, the exem- 
plary sons of Europe from whom and in whom 
everything appears and the building of the whole 
world’s in their hands, and the Gentiles, seeing 
that destruction and those torments that befell 
them, hide their eyes and are silent, and—Peace 
be with you, O my soul. For it is the way of the 
world that Israel should be wracked with tor- 
ments, and not only that evildoer Hitler alone 
feels so but all the nations, and between them and 
him there is a difference only of bandits and 
arch-bandits, for the former rob only little by 
little while the latter robs and loots the whole, 
they strangle bit by bit and he strangles all at 
once. When that affliction had gone forth and 
begun to infest the whole world, and Poland was 
fallen already, and Belgium was spoiled and 
France was cast down, and that evildoer decreed 
ruin upon all Europe, and the nations were 
transformed to be as Israel among the Gentiles, 
persecuted and oppressed, lowly and cast down 
to the lowest descent, with no authority in their 
land nor no right in their home, but like strang- 
ers in a foreign land, then their hands grew limp. 


Of that hour, Mori Sa’id recited: ‘Thou wilt 


bring the day that Thou hast called and they 
shall be like unto me.” 


Occasion came for Mori Alfekah to visit Mori 
Sa’id, and Mori Sa’id spoke up, as usual, and 
said: “Haya, be blessed unto the Name! Have 
you come already? Tell us what you heard and 
what’s new.” 


“About what?” Mori Alfekah sat down facing 
him and spoke as one coming from a great city 
of sages and scribes. 

“About yon war.” 

“They’ve beaten great and fearful blows,” 
groaned Mori Alfekah from the heart. “His 
Name preserve us.” 


**That’s the Germans and the Ingliz?” 
“Ah...” nodded Mori Alfekah. 


one interprets 2 word as equivalent to any other Hebrew 
word whose letters add up to the same number as the first. 

** Notarikon is a method of interpreting Hebrew 
words symbolically by construing their component letters 
as initial letters of other words. 
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“Aywah, aywah...” Mori Sa’id wagged his 
head and whispered to himself out of the 
thoughts he had there. 

“The poor Jews,” Mori Alfekah drew him 
on with words, “they are falling . . . Ah, ah, for 
our sins. They say hundreds and thousands, men, 
women and children, without pity. We are con- 
sidered as sheep for slaughter. Wilt Thou refrain 
Thyself for these things, O Lord?” 

“Indeed, indeed!” Mori Sa’id seethed, “This 
cup will pass over them too, and the word of the 
prophet will be confirmed: “Thus will I magnify 
Myself and sanctify Myself; and I will be known 
in the eyes of many nations, and they shall know 
that I am the Lord.’ Soon, soon, but for him who 
shall be privileged to survive.” 


“The Name be merciful...” 


“He who lives will tell of the power of His 
Name. We are in the days of Messiah. We need 
prayer, prayer. Perhaps the Name will be merci- 
ful. . . ‘Though thou exalt thyself as the eagle, 
and though thou set thy nest among the stars, 
thence will I bring thee down, saith the Lord.’ 
All of them, all of them will go to the depths, 
and the name and fame of yon evildoer will not 
remain in the world. ‘For I will utterly put out 
the remembrance of the Amalekite!’ This is the 
Amalekite. He is of the seed of Amalek, for our 
sins! And the Lord already said to Saul: ‘Go and 
utterly destroy the sinners the Amalekites, and 
fight against them until they be consumed,’ and, 
for our sins, it is written: ‘But Saul and the 
people spared Agag, and the best of the sheep, 
and of the oxen, and of the fatlings, and the 
lambs, and all that was good, and would not 
utterly destroy them.’ 

“That was the trouble: they spared . . . Pity 
for the wicked is cruelty ... Whoever becomes 
merciful in place of ruthless, ends by becoming 
cruel instead of merciful .. . Did I tell you? Did 
I tell you, O father? Such is the end of the days 
of thugs and murderers! Because Satan deceived 
them and deceitfully showed them some con- 
trived false prophecy, as though it were already 
the end of days and no longer would there be 
war between people and people and between 
kingdom and kingdom. And even though they 
saw how yon evildoer laid up weapons and vast 
store of arms, they did not believe but only 
spared him, and did not wish utterly to destroy 
him and all his goods. And now, behold! yon 
best of the sheep, and yon oxen, and the fatlings, 
and the lambs coupled with one another and 
there came from them this calf, the evil Hidhid, 
blast his name and his fame. . .” 


Mori Sa’id ended his speech and was still like 
a pot brought down from boiling and sank into 
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his thoughts. Shortly he fixed his eyes upon Mori 
Alfekah. 


I'll reveal something to you,” he whispered, 
“but oos, oos, don’t tell it to a single one. If they 
knew they would surely seek me out and put me 
to the sword. I’m afraid, I’m afraid . . . There 
is a matter .. . Aywah, aywah, there’s a matter 


. . -The thoughts of the Blessed One are deep. 
He is long-suffering unto the wicked until the 
end cometh, and then, blessed be He forever, He 
doth not justice unjustly . . . He only waits, 
blessed be He and blessed His Name, until the 
measure floweth over, don’t think in your heart 
that they are silent in Heaven. And even if the 
measure is not yet full, there are things, thi—ings 
that no—one in the world knows, but only 
MO...° 


“And what are they?” Mori Alfekah leaned 
over, and hung sitting tilted to the side like a 
plowshare. 


“That Michael, guardian angel of Israel,” 
whispered Mori Sa’id, “showed the king of the 
Ingliz the tale of generations to come and the end 
of days, and the king was startled and terrified, 
and his soul took flight.” 


“And how was it?” Mori Alfekah put his eyes 
upon him, staring like a girl seduced. 


“Be it known to you, O my brother,” Mori 
Said gathered his beard in his hand, “that the 
king of the Ingliz, not this one, but the father of 
this one, King George, was lying in the night on 
his pallet when his spirit was vexed and his heart 
pounded, and sleep departed from his eyelids. 
Michael, guardian angel of Israel, came down 
to him, and came and stood before him and said: 
“What has vexed you your spirit, ayhah, O great 
king, and for what does your heart pound?’ King 
George could not contain himself, and said to 
him; ‘What has vexed my spirit and why my 
heart is pounding, I know not, but my soul is 
bitter and my spirit has turned away from me, 
my heart is desolate, and my pallet is thorns and 
snares: so that at length no counsel came to me 
but that you might show me about the affairs 
of this world, everything and its transformations 
in the changes of fickle time, everything hidden 
and invisible and the judgment of every nation, 
perhaps I may find a new thing to lighten me of 
this grief and groaning, as the proverb says: “In 
everything new is release.”’ The great lord 
Michael answered him: ‘You could not see it.’ 
Said the king of the Ingliz: ‘Why?’ ‘Because you 
would see things you could not bear.’ ‘Neverthe- 
less, I still want to see.’ Hearing this, the 
angel Michael said at once: ‘Close your 
eyes. At once he shut his eyes and the 
Lord Michael did a thing and _ illumined 
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his eyes and he saw Israel cast out among the 
Gentiles, all the nations oppressing them with 
oppression worse than Gehennum, robbing their 
livelihood, slaying of them many dead, and driv- 
ing them from their homes, and not a state 
grants them shelter, there is none to pity nor 
spare them. And more than that, even in the 
land of their forefathers, the Holy Land, bitter 
evil decrees are issued against them, barring the 
entrance against their coming, as it is written: 
“He hath inclosed my ways with hewn stone, he 
hath made my paths crooked. He was unto me 
as a bear lying in wait, and as a lion in secret 
places’; and they have no right nor no authority 
in their own home, their own from generations 
unto eternity. And with all this, they did not 
spare them ever new afflictions and new slaugh- 
ters upon occasion from time to time. And fur- 
thermore, they still seek false cause and lying 
occasions to justify, to serve them in denying the 
right of Israel, and they accuse us and shift the 
guilt upon us for the corrupted judgment and 
wicked verdict which ever new judges upon oc- 
casion saddle upon us, justifying the guilty and 
condemning the just, as though we were to blame 
and they were the saintly, so to say: Thus true 
judgment demands, and so it is fitting for us... 
And afterwards, having showed him each nation 
and its pillagers, and each nation and its thugs, 
and what they did to Israel, he also showed him 
Hidhid, that bold-hearted maniac: how he was 
destined to conquer countries and kingdoms, 
and destroy and devastate realms and states, up- 
root nations and peoples and drive them in panic 
from their land, bring down upon them from 
Heaven fire and brimstone, and rain upon them 
lightning flashes, bolts, electricity, with thunder 
cracks and crashes, and shake the earth in its place 
and shatter its pillars, and the whole world is 
brought into great trouble, happy he who is 
unborn and hath not seen that trouble . .. Then, 
the king of the Ingliz seeing this, his spirit was 
terrified exceedingly, and he said: ‘What caused 
us this trouble, and for what reason?’ Michael, 
guardian angel of Israel, replied; ‘H—ah, h—ah, 
don’t you know? Don’t you know? This is by 
reason of your persecution of Israel and your 
oppressing them with oppression worse than 
Gehennum, and as though you thought in your 
hearts, There is no judge and no judgment. Now 
eat you of that cookery and know its taste!’ 
When the king heard this, his soul took flight 
and he died, and he was able only to command 
his will to his son in two words: “Have a care 
how you let yourself be king of those atheists!’ 
And because of this his son did not agree to be 
king after him and sit on the throne, and they 
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appointed his younger brother to rule in his 
ae 

So spoke Mori Sa’id, sitting with rigid, glower- 
ing face, one eye open and one eye shut. 


* * * 


T THAT SEASON the congregation of Israel 

wrapped itself in prayers for the kingdom of 
Britain, which was in need of great mercy. Day 
by day they recited “Our Father, Our King” 
and read Psalms in chorus before the ““Alenu” of 
the afternoon service. 

Mori Sa’id especially devoted himself to psalms, 
supplications, and prayers, and spoke in defense 
of the kingdom of Britain, and sought for it 
openings of extenuation before the Holy Blessed 
One, never stirring from the synagogue all day. 

“The Ingliz,” he said, “is the best people 
among the seventy nations. He even loves the 
people of Israel, and certainly he loves the Bible. 
A fact to prove it, that all the wicked kingdoms, 
especially Germany and Atalyan, rose up against 
him, and he stands alone, and did not King Solo- 
mon say: “God seeketh the persecuted.’ ” 

Then people in the synagogue said to Mori 
Sa’id: “Sometimes your words contradict one 
another, begging your pardon, ya Mori, for that 
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word. 

“What? What?” Mori Sa’id was startled and 
sat there confused and uncertain. 

“Sometimes you speak against that man— 
suddenly you’re speaking for him.” 

“What? What? Lord forbid!” 

“Didn’t you say, O Mori, not once and not 
twice, and so indeed is the truth, that this realm 
of the Ingliz is wicked and persecutes the Jews 
and does not let them return to their country? 
And when the first king of Israel, the High Com- 
misioner Herbat Samuel of the seed of King 
David, wished to build the Temple, the Ingliz 
did not give him permission, more than that, 
they drove him out of the Land of Israel and 
dethroned him. And many other things we heard 
from your mouth about yon afflictions and the 
outrages and about Hebron, what they did in 
Hebron, and now you say that they’re good, 
blast their name and fame! The seventy nations 
hate one another, but all of them hate Israel. 
There is no clean dog.” 

Mori Sa’id took his beard in his hand and 
answered them with well-spaced words, saying: 
“O my sons, it is needful that you have under- 
standing and learn much, not just so. Did not 
our sages say: If you have read, you have not 
repeated, if you have repeated, you have not read 
thrice, if you have read thrice, the sages have not 
yet interpreted it to you.” 

“We do not understand you.” 

“J will tell you the meaning of my wo—rds: 
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Each generation with its teachers, each genera- 
tion with its leaders . . . In those days, true 
enough, when it was a wicked state, the lords 
weie rascals, and their heroes were low heroes 
who persecuted Israel and afflicted them with 
painful oppression. And this is the whip which 
the Holy Blessed One has raised over them for 
their wicked deeds which they did to His people 
Israel, and since then they have now repented of 
their evil ways. Now truly, did not our sages 
say: ‘In the place where the repentant stand, per- 
fect saints cannot stand.’ For the Blessed Name 
loves the repentant, as in the case of Nineveh. 
And they have really somewhat changed their 
ways, not so much entirely, but still a little they 
have changed, and they are the least among the 
great evildoers. And when they repent entirely 
with a whole heart and do truth and justice, 
then surely the Blessed Name will make them 
victorious over their enemies. It needs only a 
whole heart .. .” 

“Here, now, you said, ya Mori,” objected Mori 
Alfekah in soft tones and gracious speech, “that 
Inklizi by gematria is laughter.” 

“Yes, yes, I said it,” explained Mori Sa’id, “but 
Inkliz by gematria is also amusement. Anyone 
with the habit of amusement never comes to a 
sore heart: he always laughs. So will we be, we 
will laugh from much goodness and in good 
heart...” 

Mori Soliman was boiling with anger, a man of 
extreme age, strict, and one of the pillars of the 
synagogue, irascible, capable of killing with a 
word, but this chapter has been written elsewhere 
already. He came and bent his ear to hear the 
talk, and stood there like an ailing old crane, 
with scraggly wings and bald crown, awaiting 
the hour of death. 

“Here we pray and intercede for them, those 
curs, sons of dogs,’ he brandished his arm, thin 
as a spade handle and spoke with a stormy count- 
enance, ‘‘and the Blessed Name will accept His 
people’s prayer and hearken to our outcry, and 
make them victorious over their enemies who 
make war upon them. Then when the troubles of 
the scoundrels are over and finished, once they 
have won in this bitter war, again they will turn 
their hand against us, and eat us with open 
mouths, living, raw, or cooked, each dog accord- 
ing to his diet. Once more they will make their 
end like their beginning, they’ll change their 
ways and interests, and they'll deal cunningly 
with us with their evil deceits, and add to yon 
scandals and outrages they already perpetrated, 
bandits and liars gathered together, and they will 
build barriers against us that, forbid and forfend 
it, we do not return to our precious, holy, cher- 
ished land to settle in it the outcast of Israel from 
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all the countries of our enemies who persecute 
us. Know you, you will see, you will see, the more 
we grow strong in prayer and afflict our souls in 
their behalf now, when the sword is at their 
throats, it will all be vain and useless . . .” 

“This is like the ass passing water on the sand,” 
Sion, Mori Sa’id’s son, cut in with his words, 
using a vulgar example, “it’s swallowed up in 
the sand without a trace.” 

“Aywah, aywah,” Mori Soliman agreed to 
Sion’s words, “‘it will all be vain and useless. They 
will finally forget it all and change their way on 
us, parting from the road and the path with in- 
terpretation, examination, and argumentation, to 
deceive us with false words and words like these. 
They will say: ‘Everything we promised you at 
first we only lied to you.’ ” 

“A dog’s tail is a dog’s tail,” Sion again sup- 
plied a vulgar example, “if you keep it in the 
press for seventy thousand years, it will come out 
as crooked as at first.” 

“Aywah, aywah,” Mori Soliman nodded his 
head, “true, it’s true. And more than that, when 
the Blessed Name accepts our prayer and they 
are victorious, we shall come out empty-handed 
from all those prayers and all those benefits, and 
we shall be punished seventy-fold: by them, as 
we have already well learned of yon deceitful- 
ness of theirs, and also by the Blessed Name, that 
we begged mercy from before Him for those 
wicked atheists. Again and again they will do us 
more and more injuries, and they will efface the 
memory of the name of the Baal-Peor Declara- 
tion, the declaration of Lilith and her crew, and 
the other devils and evil spirits, Hell and perdi- 
tion and the yawning pit. There, and let you 
know it. That’s how it will be, if the Name 
grants us life and we are still alive—you will see 

it with your own eyes...” 

“Then what’s to be done?” one obscure and 
meek old man spoke dubiously. 

“Don’t pray for them!” Mori Soliman sprang 
upon him. “Let them all go to perdition. To Ge- 
hennum, blast their name! Why should we break 
our hearts in prayer for them? A—fterwards, 
a—fterwards, when they know and taste what 
we tasted of the bitterness of their hand. Blessed 
be He, Lord of measures, who payeth their due 
to the wicked! When Hidhid the Wicked of the 
seed of Amalek will come and wreck them, de- 
stroy them, and scatter them among the seventy 
nations in all corners of the earth and not let 
them return to their land, and mount upon them 
commissioners and rascally officials to plow on 
their backs, th—en they too will know and taste 
of what they did to us. Let them go—o—, blast 
their name and fame, to perdition! To perdition! 
We have nothing to pity them longer, nor to de- 
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pend upon them. Let them destroy each other 
and tear each other to Hell, scoundrels, curs, sons 
of dogs . . . ” Mori Soliman spat wrathfully, 
arose and departed. 

Mori Sa’id looked after him until he disap- 
peared from view. 

“Not so, not so,” he said, “rather must we pray 
for them now at this time and season. There is 
nothing that comes from them, neither damage 
nor advantage, but all is according to His blessed 
will. He, blessed be He forever, He has power 
over all and none can prevent Him. For this, we 
are obliged to pray for them so that we may 
come to that time, to that time, the time of the 
days of Messiah. They are only instruments by 
whose hand the Blessed Name accomplishes His 
purpose. I know, I know .. . They have already 
shown me from Heaven in vision and dream... 
Soon, soon already will come the redemption. 
Patience, patience, O my sons. Bit by bit. The 
days of Messiah already are near, but we still are 
obliged somewhat to suffer all the griefs that 
shall pass over us, aywah, Still are those griefs 
heavy indee—eed, but we must, we must. The 
pangs of Messiah . . . And he who will be privi- 
leged, shall be privileged to see yon goodness!” 
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RELATIONS BETWEEN 
JEWS AND ARABS 
Jews AND ARABS: THEIR CoNn- 


TACTS THROUGH THE AGEs, by 
S. D. Goitein. Schocken Books, 


New York, 1955, 257 pp., 
$3.50. 
THs ERUDITE, JUDICIOUS, AND 


WELL-WRITTEN examination of 
a very acute issue is a “word in its 
due season.” It is not only a dis- 
passionate analysis, which sheds a 
great deal of light on the history 
of the relations between Jews and 
Arabs, including the present tense 
period; its strict scholarship coup- 
led with carefully weighed inter- 
pretations and reflections make it 
the first rounded (and excellent) 
treatment of a long neglected 
practical problem. As the author 
himself points out, what he has 
undertaken is something which 
has hitherto—in this scope and 
presentation—not been done. 

Dr. Goitein is inclined to believe 
that the antagonisms between the 
Arab States and Israel are not in- 
herent in their character, and can 
therefore be eliminated; and he 
goes into a study of the long ex- 
istence and co-existence of the two 
peoples. He discusses a consider- 
able number of questions bearing 
on what he has called the ‘“‘symbi- 
osis” of the two, such as common 
origins, differences, Jewish tradi- 
tions in Islam, the legal and eco- 
nomic position of the Jews under 
Muslim domination, the cultural 
relations, and the situation in our 
time. While it may be possible to 
look upon this symbiosis from ad- 
ditional angles, it must be empha- 
sized that the topics the author 
has treated are the most important 
in the relations between groups. 

The book abounds in original 
explanations and fresh approaches. 
To take one or two examples out 
of many, it searches deeply, 
though of necessity conjecturally, 
into the similarities and differences 
between Jews and Arabs prior to 
the age of close contact resulting 
from the Arab conquests in the 
seventh century. It presents a dis- 
tinctly new picture of Muslim and 
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BOOKS 


Jewish economic activity in the 
Middle Ages, establishing quite 
firmly—contrary to the accepted 
impression—that the first two cen- 
turies under Islam were hard and 
disastrous for the Jews. This period 
involved, according to Dr. Goitein, 
a radical transformation of the 
Jews from agriculture to trade as 
part of the general “bourgeois 
revolution” which occurred in the 
Muslim empire from the eighth or 
ninth centuries. In this new pic- 
ture, he argues for the dissociation 
of the commercial activity of the 
Radanites — a famous European 
Jewish merchant class — from the 
important Jewish trade in Islam 
from the tenth century on. Many 
other items of information in his 
chapter on the economic position 
of the Jews make this a truly re- 
vealing sketch. Similarly, the 
reader finds much that is most 
enlightening on the cultural rela- 
tions between Muslims and Jews 
in the Middle Ages. It is to the 
author’s credit that just as he de- 
liberately says little about well- 
known influences which many 
others have written of, his learn- 
ing and insight enable him to 
dwell on matters which do not 
figure prominently in other studies 
and so help the reader gain a more 
intimate view of the contacts be- 
tween Muslims and Jews and their 
effects. 


It is to be expected that in a 
work which is in large measure 
interpretative, there are some theo- 
ries which are open to criticism, 
and the author’s readiness to ac- 
cept it can be assumed from his 
felicitious definition of a scientific 
conjecture as “a modern form of 
legend.” For example, an objec- 
tion may be raised to Professor 
Goitein’s characterization of the 
Arabs as a people ardently loyal 
to their language and of the Jews 
as a group which readily adopts 
a new vernacular in place of its 
native tongue. Without minimi- 
zing the Arab cultivation of their 
language, it seems that the respec- 
tive attitude of the two parties to 
their own language can be better 
explained in terms of dominant 
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majorities and subject minorities 
than as national traits. Indeed, an 
Arab tribe which wandered from 
its home—the Nabateans—adop- 
ted Aramaic. Nor is it linguistic 
patriotism which made them look 
askance on translations of the 
Kur’an. One must not forget the 
opinion that the day the Bible was 
rendered into Greek was as disas- 
trous for the Jews as the day the 
Golden Calf was made. Or, to 
take another instance, the author 
seeks to link the fate of a minority 
at the hands of the ruling majority 
with its numerical strength and its 
influence. While one cannot dis- 
miss this factor outright, it is 
nevertheless questionable in view 
of the fate of the very important 
Jewish minority in Spain, or of the 
Jews in Germany in more recent 
years. A few minor points need 
correction. It is not correct to 
state that prophecy “came to mean 
‘lies’ in the later parts of the Bible” 
(page 17), for the men who made 
this identification called them- 
selves, and were called, “prophets.” 
The details of the tragic death of 
the Messiah in Yemen regarding 
whom Maimonides wrote are to be 
found not in his Epistle to Yemen 
but in his letter against astrology 
addressed to the Jews of France. 

The reader will easily overlook 
the few questionable or inaccurate 
items in his enthusiasm over the 
book as a whole. Even the stu- 
dent who has concerned himself 
with the two civilizations, let 
alone the interested general reader, 
will find himself fully rewarded in 
his reading as he gathers new in- 
formation or gains new views on 
old problems and matters. And as 
he concludes with the final chapter 
on “The New Confrontation” he 
will not only hope that the au- 
thor’s expectation of an eventual 
restoration of peace between the 
Arab States and the State of Israel 
will be realized soon, but will also 
feel certain that a wide acquain- 
tance with the book among the 
leaders and molders of opinion in 
the troubled area will hasten the 
day of pacification. 


A. S. HALkIN 
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BETWEEN ORTHODOXY AND REFORM 


CONSERVATIVE JUDAISM: AN 
AMERICAN RELIGIOUS MovE- 
MENT, by Marshall Sklare. Free 
Press, Glencoe, Ill., 298 pp., 
$4.50. 


JHE TITLE OF THIS READABLE 

and perceptive volume is some- 
what misleading: there is more in 
it about Conservative Jews than 
about Conservative Judaism, and 
more about the development of the 
Conservative congregations than 
about Conservatism as “an Amer- 
ican Religious Movement.” 


The Conservative Synagogue, 
Dr. Marshall Sklare tells us, is the 
traditional shul gone middle-class 
in an American setting. The his- 
tory of Conservatism is therefore 
in large measure the history of the 
social mobility and acculturation 
of American Jews of Eastern Eu- 
ropean origin. As they advanced 
in the economic scale, these Jews 
moved from the “Area of the First 
Settlement,” populated by immi- 
grants just off the boat, to the 
“Area of the Second Settlement” 
—the residential district of immi- 
grants and their children “during 
the early stages of their advance- 
ment.” From that neighborhood 
they moved to the “Area of the 
Third Settlement . . . the most 
fashionable ethnic settlement . . . 
comprised of the offspring of the 
more successful immigrant fam- 
ilies.” Once there, the behavior of 
the middle class Jews had to cor- 
respond to their acquired social 
status even in matters of religion. 
For “were the traditional patterns 
of worship continued, middle-class 
Jews would be alone among mid- 
dle-class people generally in prac- 
ticing rites of lower-class char- 
acter.” 


The establishment of the Con- 
servative synagogue is thus part of 
the process of bourgeoisification 
which has been going on in Jewish 
life since the end of the nineteenth 
century. Conservatism has intro- 
duced changes in Jewish religious 
practice which constituted, ac- 
cording to Sklare, ‘“‘a western 
bourgeois version of Jewish tradi- 
tion necessitated by rapid upward 
social mobility.” This version 


“aided in the maintenance of some 


measure of equilibrium in the sub- 
community;” the sub-community, 
of course, being the Jewish settle- 
ment, with the preservation of 
which Conservatism has been vi- 
tally concerned as a matter of in- 
stitutional self-preservation and 
out of dedication to Jewish sur- 
vival. “Not only,” Dr. Sklare 
writes, “does the synagogue need 
the ethnicity of Jewry for its self- 
maintenance, but . . . many Jews 
feel that they require the syna- 
gogue if Jewish distinctiveness is 
to be preserved.” One reinforces 
the other in forging middle-class 
stability and respectability. 


The average Conservative Jew 
occupies a position midway be- 
tween the lower classes who have 
not yet caught up with him eco- 
nomically and the higher classes 
who have overtaken him econom- 
ically. By the same token Con- 
servative Judaism occupies, so far 
as the Jews of the Third Area of 
the Settlement are concerned, a 
position “between what was for 
them the too highly adapted Re- 
form temple on the one hand, and 
the underadapted Orthodox syna- 
gogue on the other.” This explains 
why “middle-class East European 
Jews established congregations 
which deviated from the pattern 
of both groups.” 


The central position to which 
Conservatism clings is the source 
both of its strength and its weak- 
ness. Its strength is derived from 
the fact that it has become the 
denomination of the more Amer- 
icanized of the survivalist and tra- 
dition-conscious Jews; its weakness 
flows from the attempts to carry 
water on both shoulders. Conserv- 
atism, Dr. Sklare sums it all up, 
is eclectic in its theology, and com- 
promising in its ritualism. There 
is a wide disparity between con- 
tent and form and between pro- 
fession and performance in the 
Conservative congregations. Most 
of their members, including the 
leaders, fail to live up to the com- 
mitments that should go with 
synagogue affiliation. They shy 
away from serious effort to crys- 
tallize their religious philosophy as 
well as from taking an unequivocal 
stand on controversial issues. 
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it is the one trend in American 
Jewish religious life in which lay- 
men, rather than rabbis, supplied 
the pioneering initiative. Conserv- 
atism, Sklare writes, “has been led 
by successful business and profes- 
sional men whose efforts have been 
devoted to ‘practical’ matters; and 
intellectual ferment has been miss- 
ing from the Conservative syna- 
gogue.” This accounts for the 
great variety of minhagim in the 
ranks of Conservative Jewry. 
These run the gamut from strict 
traditionalism bordering on Or- 
thodoxy to a liberalism which is 
almost indistinguishable from Re- 
form. The fact that Reconstruc- 
tionism which, in some respects, 
represents a radical departure from 
all trends in organized Jewish re- 
ligion is still formally a part of 
the Conservative Movement, shows 
how far the latter is even today 
from constituting a clearly defined 
religious system. 

While stressing the waverings of 
Conservatism, the author gives it 
credit for strengthening the con- 
cept of Jewish peoplehood, or 
“Catholic Israel,” as Solomon 
Schechter termed it, which classical 
Reform undermined in unortho- 
dox Jewish religion. “In contrast 
to Reform,” Sklare states, ‘‘the 
growth of Conservatism took place 
after Jewish political emancipation 
had been granted. Thus there 
were no practical considerations 
dictating radical changes in con- 
tent, such as deletion of references 
to Zion out of fear of being 
charged with dual loyalties.” The 
correctness of this statement points 
up a basic weakness in Dr. Sklare’s 
study—his failure to attribute a 
significant role to spiritual moti- 
vation in his analysis of Conserv- 
atism as a religious movement. He 
turns his “highlighted views” into 
a sociological procrustean bed 
from which Conservative Judaism 
emerges without a spark of re- 
ligious inspiration, with the author 
himself enmeshed in a number of 
contradictions. 


If no religious factors are taken 
into consideration, how can the 
statement that Conservatism re- 
tained references to Zion in its 
worship because it appeared after 
emancipation “had been granted” 


GROSSINGER'S 


SHARPEN THOSE SKATES 
The outdoor artificial skating-rink 
here at Grossinger’s will probably 
be in use by the time you read 
this. Tentative plans call for the 
reopening of the skating rectangle 
on October 12 . . . Former Olympic 
speed-skating champion Irving Jaffee, 
the Grossinger winter sports director, 
will be back with his competent staff... 
You can have an ice time at Grossinger’s! 

* a * 


‘CUPID’S CORNER — Dr. Edward 
Kaye and Janet Haber, both of New 
York City, met at Grossinger’s this 
August 21, were engaged Sept. 3, and 
married Sept. 10. 

& * * 


ELAINE MALBIN, the sensational 
songbird, who has been sojourning at 
Grossinger’s, is slated to star in NBC 
TV’s spectacular “Madame Butterfly 
this autumn. 

* % * 

SCENE AT GROSSINGER’S — Mo- 
tion picture and Broadway director 
Elia Kazan and author Bud Schulberg, 
two of the entertainment industry’s 
greatest talents, having a friendly chat 
on the patio. 

* * * 


PERENNIAL HONEYMOON — Mr. 
and Mrs. Henry Azeff honeymooned at 
Grossinger’s nine years ago, and they’ve 
been coming back every year since then. 

* * * 

ALL ROADS LEAD TO GROSSING- 
ER’S — Mrs. Lillie Taylor of Hunts- 
ville, Ala., vacationed here, because 
she had heard so much about Grossing- 
er’s when she was in Israel recently. 

* OK co 

TONY TRABERT, who won the 1955 
men’s national tennis championship, is 
one of the topnotch players who have 
competed in court exhibitions here at 
Grossinger’s this season. , 

* cS cd 

ISN’T IT A SMALL WORLD? — 
George Rosenthal, who came to Gros- 
singer’s all the way from Los Angeles, 
had a happy unexpected reunion here 
the other day with his friend Nelson 
Bernhardt of New York City. The two 
fellows last saw each other four years 
ago in California. 

* % * 
IT’S ALL FOR FUN AND FUN FOR 
ALL AT GROSSINGER’S! 


rossinger’s 
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GROSSINGER,N.Y. 
N. Y. OFF. 221 W. 57TH + Cl 7-4915 
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be squared with the fact that the 
Pittsburgh Platform of American 
Reform, written at the time Con- 
servatism made its first appearance 
on the American Jewish scene, 
eliminated precisely these refer- 
ences? And if Conservatism is to 
be identified solely with the middle 
class, how account for the fact 
that neo-Orthodoxy has recently 
been registering considerable gains 
in the Areas of Third Settlement? 
And how account, furthermore, 
for the fact that Reform, presum- 
ably Jewish upper class religion, 
has been veering during the past 
few years towards greater tradi- 
tionalism? 

Dr. Sklare also underestimates 
the role of rabbis in the develop- 
ment of Conservatism. Surely, 
men like Isaac Leeser, Sabato 
Morais, Marcus Jastrow, Benjamin 
Szold, Alexander Kohut, and oth- 
ers cannot be refused a place 
among the forerunners of Con- 
servatism in this country; and the 
fact that these, and the other 
founders of the movement, had all 
been born abroad should have 
given Dr. Sklare pause in his 
sweeping denial of European in- 
fluence on American Conservatism. 
The fact is that, at the time of its 
emergence in this country, Con- 
servatism had also arisen in a num- 
ber of lands in Western Europe. 
This would indicate that Conserv- 
atism has its roots not only in the 
social mobility of the Jew, but al- 
so in the search of modern man 
for new vessels into which to pour 
old religious feelings. Failure to 
deal with this phenomenon is a 
serious shortcoming in an other- 
wise valuable book. 


C. BEZALEL SHERMAN 
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Correspondence 


Editor, Jewish Frontier: 


Dear Sir: 
I wish to thank you for devot- 


ing so much of your valuable space 
to a review of my book, “Guide- 
posts in Modern Judaism.”* May 
] presume upon your generosity 
for a few additional lines in which 
to clarify some misunderstandings 
that appeared in the review. 

First, I stated and your review- 
er denied that the Conservative 
movement decided to declare that 
riding to the Synagogue on the 
Sabbath was permitted. Your re- 
viewer pointed out that both a 
majority and minority report were 
presented at the Rabbinical As- 
sembly Convention and that the 
Convention as a whole did not 
vote on this issue. Technically, he 
is correct, but the impression con- 
veyed to an outsider is misleading. 
Questions of law and standards are 
never submitted to the Convention 
for a vote. This principle was 
adopted when the Committee on 
Jewish Laws and Standards was re- 
organized so as to constitute a 
representative body, reflecting the 
clash of opinions within the Rab- 
binical Assembly. Only when it 
is suggested that a new institution 
be established, as in the case of the 
much publicized Beth Din and 
Kethuboh, it becomes necessary to 
obtain the endorsement of the 
Convention. While no one may 
speak for the entire Conservative 
movement, the majority of the 
Committee is the only official 
body, reflecting the considered 
judgment of the Conservative rab- 
binate in questions of law. Only 
majorities can be taken into ac- 
count, since even so distinctive a 
badge of the movement as family 
pews is disavowed by a minority. 
Second, your reviewer asks 
whether it is consistent with Jew- 
ish loyalty to affirm that Judaism 
and Christianity are mutually sup- 
plementary within the context of 
world civilization? To be sure, to 
the rigid fundamentalists of both 
faiths, such an affirmation is a 
heresy. But, within the broad and 
hospitable halls of Judaism, this 
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view was anticipated. Thus, Mai- 
monides declared that Christianity 
and Islam were preparing the 
ground for the ultimate establish- 
ment of the Kingdom of Heaven. 
Halevi, in a famous passage, com- 
pared Israel to a seed sown in the 
ground out of which there sprouts 
a mighty tree with many branches 
and leaves. The branches of the 
tree are Islam and Christianity 
and the fruit that will ultimately 
ripen will contain in it the seeds 
of Judaism. The reason it is pos- 
sible to think of our faith as fully 
satisfying and still recognize the 
“supplementary” role of another 
faith is the fact that we think 
both as Jews and as citizens of the 
universal society of mankind. As 
parents we love our children best, 
and as mature adults, we know 
that they are not entirely differ- 
ent from other children of their 
age. 

Third, does the concept of a 
“creative minority” imply that a 
minority has the “right” to exist 
only so long as it is creative? By 
no means. I do not question the 
“right”, but the “wisdom”. It is 
not enough to tell Jews that they 
have the right to exist as a minor- 
ity in a democratic society. It is 
necessary to uncover those ideals 
and values that lend significance 
and nobility to our existence as a 
distinctive group. 

Lastly, in regard to the tone of 
the review, I wish to recall to your 
readers an apt remark of Shmar- 
yahu Levin’s, “We already have 
horse-thieves in Israel, but we still 
do not have any horses.” Jewish 
theology in America is still in an 
infant stage. But, “odium theo- 
logicum,” we already have and in 
overflowing measure. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
Jacos B. Acus 


A Reply 


Dr. Agus himself does not seem 
to be of one mind in regard to 
the stand of the Rabbinical As- 
sembly on the question of riding 
on the Sabbath. On page 135 he 
writes “when it is difficult or im- 
possible to walk, the Committee 
(on Law and Standards) declared 
it to be a ‘mitzvah’ to make use 
of motor transportation for the 
sake of attending public worship. 
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This decision was approved by the 
majority report of the committee 
and accepted by the Rabbinical 
Assembly. The minority report 
arrived at virtually the same con- 
clusion.” It would seem to this 
reviewer that “the impression con- 
veyed to an outsider is misleading,” 
as Dr. Agus complains in his let- 
ter, since it certainly suggests for- 
mal acceptance by the R.A. as a 
body, i.e., a vote by the assembled 
membership, which Dr. Agus ad- 
mits was not taken. What is more, 
the minority report most certainly 
did not arrive at “virtually the 
same conclusion” but dissented 
very strongly, going so far as to 
recommend that when members of 
the Temple live too far to be able 
to walk to Temple comfortably, 
they should feel obligated to move 
closer to the Temple. 

No one may speak for the entire 
movement, not even the Commit- 
tee on which Dr. Agus serves, and 
the fact remains that only unani- 
mous decisions of that Committee 
are considered binding on _ the 
Assembly as a whole, and where 
the Committee splits, the individ- 
ual rabbi is free to follow the de- 
cisions closest to his own convic- 
tions. Nor would many rabbis— 
or laymen, for that matter—agree 
with Dr. Agus when he writes 
(page 88) that “the approved pat- 
tern of Sabbath observance for 
Conservative laymen includes per- 
mission to ride to the synagogue 
on the Sabbath...” It is a pat- 
tern which is deplored. To “‘ap- 
prove” it would be to accept a 
double standard, one for rabbis, 
the other for laymen. We can- 
not approve such a double stand- 
ard unless we are interested in cre- 
ating a “priestly” caste with spe- 
cial duties and, inevitably, special 
privileges. 

Second, to deny that Judaism 
and Christianity are mutually sup- 
plementary is not to deny Mai- 
monides’ view, which Dr. Agus so 
glibly uses. But what Maimonides 
maintains is not that the two re- 
ligions are mutually supplemen- 
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tary, but that Christianity 
Islam were preparing the groug 
for the fulfillment of the Jew 
ideal: the establishment of th 
Kingdom of Heaven. Maimonides’ 
would never agree that Christian. 
ity supplements Judaism, or that 
the “New” Testament supple 
ments the “Old.” 

Third, in regard to Dr. Agus’ 
use of the term “creative minor. 
ity” I can only refer him back to 
my original review and to his own 
pages dealing with the matter. | 
do not question his intent or the 
purity of his Jewish idealism; I do 
take issue with the meaning those 
pages must inevitably have for the 
attentive reader. 


MorpEcal S. CHERTOFF 
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